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HREE YEARS AGO, when I last talked to you, 

stories from battlefields and fighting fronts crowded 

the front pages of our press. Human freedom was under 
direct assault in important sectors by the disciples of com- 
munistic dictatorship. Violence and aggression were brutal 
daily facts for millions of human beings. Fear of global war, 
of a nuclear holocaust, darkened the future. To many, the 
chance for a just and enduring peace seemed hopeless. 

Today, only 3 years later, we have reason for cautious 
hope that a new, fruitful, a peaceful era for mankind can 
emerge from a haunted decade. The world breathes a little 
more easily today 

A PROMISE OF PEACE 

The prudent man will not delude himself that his hope 
for peace guarantees the realization of peace. Even with 
genuine good will, time and effort will be needed to correct 
the injustices, to cure the dangerous sores that plague the 


earth today. And the future alone can show whether the 
Communists really want to move toward a just and stable 
pe ic¢ 

Yer not for many years has there been such promise that 


patient, imaginative, enterprising effort could gradually 
be rewarded in steady decrease in the dread of war; in an 
economic surge that will raise the living standards of all 
the world; in growing confidence that liberty and justice will 
one day overcome statism; in the better understanding among 
ill peoples that is the essential prelude to true peace. 

This week marks the anniversary of one of the most 
important events in freedom’s progress. One hundred and 
eighty-one years ago, on April 19, our forefathers started a 
revolution that still goes on. The shots at Concord, as Emerson 
wrote, were heard “round the world.” 


The echoes of Concord still stir men’s minds. 

The Bandung meeting, last year, of Asian and African 
leaders bears witness to Emerson's vision. There, almost two 
centuries after Concord, and halfway around the earth, 
President Sukarno of Indonesia opened the conference with 
an eloquent tribute to Paul Revere and to the spirit of the 
American Revolution. 

Why do the musket shots of a few embattled farmers at 
the Concord Bridge still ring out in far-off lands? 

The reason is clear. 

IDEAS FOR MANKIND 


Concord was far more than a local uprising to redress 
immediate grievances. The enduring meaning of Concord 
lies in the ideas that inspired the historic stand there. Concord 
is the symbol of certain basic convictions about the relation- 
ship of man to the state. 

Those convictions were found in a firm belief in the 
spiritual worth of the individual. He must be free to think, 
to speak, and to worship according to conscience. He must 
enjoy equality before the law. He must have a fair chance 
to develop and use his talents. The purpose of government 
is to serve its citizens in freedom. 

Our forefathers did not claim to have discovered novel 
principles. They looked on their findings as universal values, 
the common property of all mankind. 

These deep convictions have always guided us as a Nation. 
They have taken deep root elsewhere in the Western World. 
In the 19th century they inspired a great surge of freedom 
throughout Western Europe and in our own hemisphere. 

These ideas of freedom are still the truly revolutionary 
political principles abroad in the world. They appeal to the 
timeless aspirations of mankind. In some regions they 
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flourish; in some they are officially outlawed. But everywhere, 
to some degree, they stir and inspire humanity. 

The affairs of men do not stand still. The ideas of 
freedom will grow in vigor and influence—or they will 
gradually wither and die. If the area of freedom shrinks, 
the results for us will be tragic. Only if freedom continues 
to flourish will man realize the prosperity, the happiness, 
the enduring peace he seeks. 


II 

The appeal of the ideas of freedom has been shown 
dramatically during the past decade. In that time, 18 nations, 
totaling some 650 million people—a quarter of the human 
race—have gained independence. 

In manifold ways these nations differ widely from each 
other and from us. They are the heirs of many ancient 
cultures and national traditions. All of the great religions 
of the world are found among them. Their peoples speak 
a hundred tongues. 

Yet they share in common with all free countries the 
basic and universal values that inspired our Nation's founders. 

They believe deeply in the right of self-government. 

They believe deeply in the dignity of man. 

They aspire to improve the welfare of the individual, 
as a basic aim of organized society. 

The new nations have many of the sensitivities that 
marked our own early years as a free Nation. They are 
proud of their independence and quick to resent any slight 
to their sovereignty. Some of them are concerned to avoid 
involvement with other nations, as we were for many years. 

Certainly we Americans should understand and respect 
these points of view. We must accept the right of each 
nation to choose its own path to the future. 


IMMENSE DIFFICULTIES 

All of these countries are faced with immense obstacles 
and difficulties. Freedom and human dignity must rest upon 
a satisfactory economic base. Yet in many of these nations, 
incomes average less than $100 per year. Abject poverty 
blinds men’s eyes to the beauty of freedom’s ideals. Hopeless- 
ness makes men prey to any promise of better existence, 
even the most false and spurious. 

Ofttimes the peoples of these countries expected inde- 
pendence itself to produce rapid material progress. Their 
political leaders are therefore under heavy pressure to find 
shortcuts and quick answers to the problems facing them. 

Under these conditions, we cannot expect that the vision 
of a free society will go unchallenged. The Communists 
aware of unsatisfied desires for better conditions of life, 
falsely pretend they can rapidly solve the problems of 
economic development and industrialization. They hold the 
Soviet Union as a model and a guide. But the Communists 
conceal the terrible human costs that characterize their 
ruthless system of dictatorship and forced labor. 

We have a vital interest in assuring that newly independent 
nations preserve and consolidate the free institutions of 
their choice. 

The prospects for peace are brightest when enlightened 
self-governing peoples control the policy of nations. Rulers 
beyond the reach of popular control are more likely to engage 


in reckless adventures and to raise the grim threat of war.. 


The spread of freedom enhances the prospect for durable 
peace. 
THE RETREAT TO CHAOS 


That prospect would be dimmed or destroyed should free- 
dom be forced into steady retreat. Then the remaining free 
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societies, our Own among them, would one day find themselves 
beleaguered and imperiled. We would face once again the 
dread prospect of paying dearly in blood for our own survival 

In every corner of the globe, it is far less costly to sustain 
freedom than to recover it when lost. 

Moreover, our own well-being is bound up in the well 
being of other free nations. We cannot prosper in peace 
if we are isolated from the rest of the world. If our economy 
is to continue to flourish and grow, our Nation will need 
more trade, not less. The steady growth of other nations, 
especially the less-developed countries, will create new and 
growing demands for goods and services. It will produce an 
environment which will benefit both them and us. 

Indeed, Atlanta, Pittsburgh, Seattle—every American town 
and farm—has a stake in the success or failure of these 
new nations—a stake almost impossible to exaggerate. 

If these mew nations are to achieve economic progress 
with freedom, they will have to provide many of the 
necessary ingredients for themselves. 

Only these peoples and their leaders can supply the 
initiative and determination essential for success. And they 
must mobilize the larger part of the resources they require 

But these nations are gravely lacking in trained men for 
management, production, education, and the professions 
Their institutions for such training are limited. Hence they 
are handicapped in trying to extend modern techniques to 
agriculture, industry, and other fields 

They also face shortages of capital and foreign exchange, 
even though they strain to mobilize their own resources 
Private foreign investment should be utilized as much as 
feasible; but for many areas it will clearly fall short of the 
requirements. Moreover, their task of improving conditions 
of life is made the more difficult by their large and steadily 
increasing populations. 

Inevitably these nations must look abroad for assistance, 
as ours did for so many years. They want help, first of all, in 
real and enduring friendship. They want help in training 
skilled people and in securing investment capital to sup 
plement their own resources. For such help they will look 
to us as the most prosperous and advanced economy of the 
world. 

Foresight will compel an understanding response from us 
In our own enlightened interest we can and must do much 
to help others in pursuit of their legitimate aspirations 

Further, we must recognize that economic and technical 
assistance cannot be a transitory policy. The problems of 
economic progress are not to be solved in a single spurt. 
Our efforts must be sustained over a number of years 


LONG-TERM ASSISTANCI 


To do the most good, some part of our material help will 
have to be furnished on a long-term basis which these nations 
can plan on. For some purposes, commitments on a strictly 
annual basis are not sufficient. It takes time to complete major 
projects like hydro-electric and reclamation developments 
If the new nations can plan on some part of our help for 
several years, they will be better able to mobilize resources 
of their own and assistance from others 

Furthermore our assistance must be used flexibly to fit 
needs and plans as they develop. We must be ready to adapt 
our help promptly to meet changing conditions 

The development program for mutual security now before 
the Congress is based on these considerations. It seeks from 
the Congress the additional authority that would add essential 
flexibility and continuity to a part—a modest part—of the 
program. The amounts requested are the practicable minimum 
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In its entirety it is not, I assure you, an excessive program. 
It is in our national interest, in the fullest sense of that term. 


iil 


The ideas of freedom are at work, even where they are 
officially rejected. As we know, Lenin and his successors, 
true to Communist doctrine, based the Soviet state on the 
denial of these ideas. Yet the new Soviet rulers who took 
over 3 years ago have had to reckon with the force of these 
ideas, both at home and abroad. 

The situation the new regime inherited from the dead 
Stalin apparently caused it to reappraise many of his mistakes. 

Having lived under his one-man rule, they have espoused 
the concept of “collective” dictatorship. But dictatorship it 
still remains. They have denounced Stalin for some of the 
more flagrant excesses of his brutal rule. But the individual 
citizen still lacks the most elementary safeguards of a free 
society. The desire for a better life is still being sacrificed 
to the insatiable demands of the state. 

In foreign affairs, the new regime has seemingly moderated 
the policy of violence and hostility which has caused the 
free nations to band together to defend their independence 
and liberties. For the present, at least, it relies more on 
political and economic means to spread its influence abroad. 
In the last year, it has embarked upon a campaign of lending 
and trade agreements directed especially toward the newly 
developing countries. 

It is still too early to assess in any final way whether 
the Soviet regime wishes to provide a real basis for stable and 
enduring relations. 

Despite the changes so far, much of Stalin's foreign 
policy remains unchanged. The major international issues 
which have troubled the postwar world are still unsolved. 
More basic changes in Soviet policy will have to take place 
before the free nations can afford to relax their vigilance. 


IV 


At Concord, our forebears undertook the struggle for 
freedom in this country. History has now called us to special 
tasks for sustaining and advancing this great cause in the 
world. 

As we take stock of our position and of the problems that 
lie ahead, we must chart our course by three main guidelines: 

First, we must maintain a collective shield against ag- 
gression to allow the free peoples to seek their valued goals 
in safety. 

We can take some cautious comfort in the signs that the 
Soviet rulers may have relegated military aggression to the 
background and adopted less violent methods to promote 
their aims. Nevertheless, Soviet military power continues 
to grow. Their forces are being rapidly modernized and 
equipped with nuclear weapons and long-range delivery 
systems. 

So long as freedom is threatened and armaments are not 
controlled, it is essential for us to keep a strong military 
establishment ourselves and strengthen the bonds of col- 
lective security. 

Without help from us, many of our allies could not afford 
to equip and maintain the forces needed for self-defense. 
Assistance to them is part of our proper contribution to the 
systems of common defense. If those systems did not exist, 
we would have to bear much greater costs ourselves. Thus 
in aiding our allies, the mutual security program also advances 
our OWN security interests. 

We hold our military strength only to guard against 
aggression, and to insure that the world remains at peace. 
War in our time has become an anachronism. Whatever the 
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case in the past, war in the future can serve no useful purpose. 
A war which became general, as any limited action might, 
could result only in the virtual destruction of mankind. 


REDUCE ARMAMENTS 


Hence our search must be unceasing for a system to regulate 
and reduce armaments under reliable safeguards. So far, 
the Soviety Union has refused to accept such safeguards. But 
even now we are earnestly negotiating toward this end. 
The problems involved are difficult and complex. We cannot 
afford to underestimate them. But we cannot slacken our 
efforts to lift the burden of armaments and to remove their 
threat. 

If effective measures of disarmament could be agreed 
upon, think how the world could be transformed. Atomic 
energy used for peace—not war—could bring about the 
development of a new industrial age. Far more human 
energy and output could be devoted to reducing poverty 
and need. To that end, as I said to you 3 years ago, we would 
“join with all nations in devoting a substantial percentage 
of the savings achieved from disarmament to a fund for 
world aid and construction.” 

Of even more importance, the pall of mutual suspicions, 
fear and hatred that covers the earth would be swept away in 
favor of confidence, prosperity and human happiness. 

Our second guideline: Within the free community, we must 
be a helpful and considerate partner in creating conditions 
where freedom will flourish. 

Beyond defense, the crucial task of the free nations is to 
work together in constructive ways to advance the welfare of 
their peoples. Arms alone can give the world no permanent 
peace, no confident security. Arms are solely for defense—to 
protect from violent assault what we already have. They are 
only a costly insurance. They cannot add to human progress. 
Indeed, no matter how massive, arms by themselves would 
not prevent vital sections of the world from falling prey to 
Communist blandishment or subversion. 

If we are to preserve freedom here—it must likewise thrive 
in other important areas of the earth. For the welfare of our- 
selves and others, we must therefore help the rest of the free 
world achieve its aspirations. For our mutual benefit, we must 
join in building for greater future prosperity, for more human 
liberty and for lasting peace. 

Within the Atlantic community, our aim must be to 
strengthen the close bonds which have steadily developed since 
the war. On Monday next, the Secretary of State will speak on 
this topic. 

In the less developed nations, the urgent need is for econo- 
mic and social progress for their peoples. Tonight I have 
spoken particularly about the new nations of Asia and Africa, 
which face such urgent probiems. Of equal importance is 
continuing progress in other areas, especially by our neighbors 
in Latin America who are our fast friends. These developing 
nations need the full measure of our help in understanding and 
resources. 

PROGRESS AND TRADE 

The steady progress of the free world also depends on the 
healthy flow of peaceful trade. Our example will be of crucial 
importance in freeing the channels of such trade from wasteful 
restraints. We can take an important step to that end by join- 
ing the Organization for Trade Cooperation. Our national 
interest will be served by passage of the legislation for that 
purpose now pending in the Congress. 

Another important task is in helping to resolve disputes be- 
tween friends we value highly. Such disputes impair the unity 
of the free nations and impede their advance. In these situa- 


ie 


wewe wees wy 


| a 


| el 


5 a 


VW ww 


JOHN FOSTER DULLES 


tions, each side would like the United States to back its point 
of view without reservation. But for us to do so could seldom 
contribute to the settling of the disputes. It would only sharpen 
the bitter enmities between the opposing sides and impair our 
value in helping to reach a fair solution. 

Our aim and effort must be to assist in tempering the fears 
and antagonisms which lead to such disputes. 

My words apply with special force to the troubled area of 
the Middle East. We will do all in our power—through the 
United Nations whenever possible—to prevent resort to 
violence there. We are determined to support and assist any 
nation in that area which might be subject to aggression. We 
will strive untiringly to build the foundations for stable peace 
in the whole region. 

In these and many other constructive ways, our Nation 
must help to build an environment congenial to freedom. 


THE THIRD GUIDELINE 


Our third guideline is this: We must seek, by every peace- 
ful means, to induce the Soviet bloc to correct existing in- 
justices and genuinely to pursue peaceful purposes in its rela- 
tions with other nations. 

As I have said, many of the wrongs of Stalin against other 
nations still prevail under his successors. Despite the efforts 
of the West at Berlin and Geneva, Germany is still divided by 
the Soviet veto of free all-German elections. The satellite 
nations of Eastern Europe are still ruled by Soviet puppets. In 
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Asia, Korea remains divided, and stable peace has not yet 
been achieved. 

We must be tireless in our efforts to remedy these injustices 
and to resolve the disputes that divide the world. These knotty 
problems will yield to patient and sincere effort. We stand 
ready to explore all avenues for their just settlement. We will 
not grow weary in our quest for peaceful remedies for the en- 
slavement or wrongful division of once-free nations 

The interests and purposes of the United States and of the 
free world do not conflict with the legitimate interests of the 
Russian nation or the aspirations of its people. A Soviet Gov 
ernment genuinely devoted to these purposes can have friendly 
relations with the United States and the free world for the 
asking. We will welcome that day. 


V 


We cannot doubt that the current of world history flows to- 
ward freedom. In the long run dictatorship and despotism 
must give way. We can take courage from that sure knowledge. 

But as a wise American, Mr. Justice Holmes, once said: “The 
inevitable comes to pass through effort.” We should take these 
words to heart in our quest for peace and freedom. These 
great aspirations of humanity will be brought about—but only 
by devoted human effort. 

Concord is a symbol of the faith, courage, and sacrifice on 
which the victory of freedom depends. We in our day must 
strive with the same dedication that brought the militiamen 
to the Concord Bridge. If we do so, freedom will surely prevail. 


The Expansion of NATO Functions 


FREEDOM IS INHERENTLY DYNAMIC AND EXPANSIVE 
By JOHN FOSTER DULLES, Secretary of State 
Delivered at the annual meeting of the Associated Press, New York City, New York, April 23, 1956 


I 


FEEL HONORED to speak before this important gather- 

ing of our free press. We share a great responsibility. | 

believe that the public should be as fully informed as 
possible about what we are doing in the State Department and 
what our foreign policy is. Under our form of government the 
effectiveness of our Nation's foreign policy depends in large 
measure upon public understanding and support of it. And 
our free society would indeed be in trouble without the dili- 
gent reporting and alert appraisal of world events that you 
make possible. 

We are at a point in time when important events, occurring 
in rapid succession, change the scene in Europe, in the Near 
East, in Asia, and in Russia. It seems that this second postwar 
decade upon which we have entered will mark a new phase 
in the struggle between the forces of despotism and the forces 
of freedom. 

The first postwar decade was marked by two sharply con- 
trasting trends. In those parts of the world where the West had 
been politically dominant, freedom flourished and inde- 
pendence spread. Since 1945 over 650 million people, who 
were non-self-governing, have become 18 independent and 
sovereign nations. 

On the other hand, during that decade, the Soviet type of 
Communist despotism, which ruled only 200 million people 
up to 1945, aggressively extended its rule to nearly 700 mil- 
lion more people belonging to what had been 13 independent 
nations. 


Inevitably, these opposing trends to freedom and to despo- 
tism led to a sharp cleavage of the world. In response to the 
Soviet policies of violent expansion, the free nations drew 
close together. They submerged any differences of their own 
in the face of the threat of open aggression. Since they could 
not depend on the United Nations Security Council, because 
of Soviet veto power, they created their own collective security 
associations. Forty-five free world nations joined with others 
for collective defense. 

These arrangements, backed by United States mobile strik- 
ing power, have constituted a great deterrent to the open use 
of violence. 

Also, the free peoples built moral bulwarks. They unitedly 
condemned the violent and intolerant practices of Soviet com 
munism and made manifest their repugnance to Soviet despo- 
tism and its tactics. They subjected the Soviet and Chinese 
Communists to a kind of moral, social, and to some extent, 
economic ostracism. 

By such measures, the free world found the ways to halt 
the Soviets in their hot pursuit of the free nations | by 1. 

But the policies of the free world were never designed to be 
purely defensive. Freedom is inherently dynamic and ex 
pansive. We renounce the use of force and violence to promote 
freedom, but we have sought in manifold other ways that 
Russia should be governed in accordance with civilized stan 
dards. 

We are not dedicated to perpetual hatred of Russia. What 
we hate is the evil that Russia's rulers do. The arbitrary des- 
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potism of a police state, governmental intolerance, and en- 
forced conformity, the enslavement of people for the magni- 
fication of the state, the use of violence and the threat of 
violence in international relations, the use of fraud and trickery 
to corrupt and overthrow free governments—these are all 
things which we abhor and against which we stand. But United 
States foreign policy is not merely negative. We seek, above 
all, to advance the inevitable day when the historic friendship 
between the Russian and American peoples can again be fully 
manifested. Therefore, we take deep satisfaction from the fact 
that we can today see within Russia some signs of light which 
could mark the dawning of that new day 


I] 


The Soviet rulers who have replaced Stalin seem to have 
concluded that the time had come to present a new look at 
home and abroad 

In foreign affairs, the Soviet rulers now seek, in much of the 
world, to present an aspect of conciliation. They talk softly 
of peaceful coexistence, and often gear their diplomatic activity 
to economic aid rather than to threats of violence. 

Within the Soviet Union there is a change which is even 
more significant because, while its foreign policy is readily 
reversible, it is not easy to erase the consequences of internal 
liberalization 

Stalin, the demigod, has been dethroned. Collective leader- 
ship now replaces one-man despotism. Violence is no longer 
preached as the only way. The sway of the secret police has, 
it seems, been curtailed. There is greater tolerance of indepen- 
dent thinking and even the heresy of Titoism has been made 
respectable. There is an obvious effort to give individuals a 
sense of greater freedom and security and to respect the de- 
mands inherent in the higher and broader education of many 
of the Russian people 

Vicious doctrinal works such as Stalin's Short History of the 
Communist Party have been withdrawn from circulation, and 
the fate of Stalin's Problems of Leninism remains in doubt 
Those are the two works which for the last 20 years have been 
the Bible of Soviet and world communism. Soviet doctrine and 
history are currently being rewritten 

Meanwhile the Russian schoolchildren are excused from 
taking examinations in history. No one yet knows the correct 


answers 


II 

It is important to appraise what these changes mean and 
also what they do not mean 

They mean, I think, that unity and strength of the free 
nations have shown the Soviet rulers the futility of their 
policies of violence 

Also they must mean that forces for liberalization are at 
work within the Soviet bloc, and are powerful enough to re- 
quire some response, or at least the appearance of response. 

All of this is immensely important. It is more than we dared 
hope for a few years ago 

But our satisfaction must be restrained 

Stalin has been demoted. But we do not yet see, in the 
Soviet bloc, the reality of representative government or respect 
for the basic aspirations of the peoples. 

The Soviet rulers profess to have renounced violence. But 
they press feverishly to develop their military establishment, 
particularly nuclear weapons and the means for their delivery. 

The countries of Eastern Europe, including East Germany, 
are still under the iron heel of Soviet force. 

In Asia and the Near East the Soviet rulers have become 
merchants of hatred and fomenters of violence 
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In relation to Japan, Soviet foreign policy is still ugly in 
its aspect. 

In some places Soviet foreign policy is baited with economic 
lures which may superficially seem attractive. But close scru- 
tiny shows that the bait is attached to a hook and that the hook 
is attached to a line, the other end of which is purposefully 
held by Moscow. 

And, if they have admitted some of the lies and false testi- 
mony which marked political trials of the Stalin era, they have 
failed to repudiate two of the most outrageous lies ever per- 
petrated by Stalin—the lie that South Korea was the aggressor 
in the Korean war, and the lie that the United Nations forces 
in that war used germ warfare against the Chinese Commu- 
nists. 

Khrushchev said last December, “We never renounced and 
we never will renounce our ideas, our struggle for the victory 
of communism.” So long as that victory is the Soviet goal; so 
long as it is backed by a vast military establishment and the 
underground apparatus of international communism; so long as 
these instruments are at the absolute disposal of despots who 
repudiate moral principles as restraint upon their conduct— 
so long as this combination exists, it would be folly for the 
free nations to consider that they can safely lower their guard 
and fall apart. 

I have often said in relation to the Soviet Communist prob- 
lem that the moment of greatest danger would be the moment 
when we relaxed. Never was that statement more relevant than 
it is today. If we treat the prospect of success as being itself 
a complete success, that could turn into an ultimate disaster. 


IV 

To say that is not to say that we should act as though nothing 
had happened. We cannot and would not set the clock back. 
There is no longer the mood of fear that gripped the free 
world when in quick succession there occurred the Communist 
guerrilla war against Greece, the seizure of Czechoslovakia, the 
blockade of Berlin, and the armed attack upon the Republic of 
Korea. We would not, if we could, smother the hope that a 
benign transformation may have begun. 

Our new task is to build more on hope and less on fear. 

That is, of course, a more difficult task. 

Fear makes easy the tasks of diplomats. For then the fearful 
draw together and seek the protection of collective strength. 

Soviet rulers and their agents, in their new garb, have some- 
what greater acceptability, and therefore more chance for mis- 
chief. 

Allies no longer feel the same compulsion to submerge dif- 
ferences as when they faced together a clear and present 
danger. 

Collective security arrangements, which were born primarily 
out of fear of armed aggression, seem to some less important 
now than 5 years ago. 

Neutralism can now be plausibly portrayed as a safe and 
even profitable course. 

Under these conditions our tasks are harder—so much so 
that some people regret the recent developments because they 
confuse what, until then, had been a rather simple scene. 

That is not our view. Of course war, and danger of war, is 
a simplifier. When the issue is “who dies and who lives?” all 
other issues seem unimportant. But we do not want simplicity 
at that price. Nor do we intend to invoke needless fears and a 
sense of emergency because that would make our tasks more 
simple. 

We cannot undo the changes that have come upon the 
world. And we do not want to reverse what holds so much of 
promise, merely because it also holds some risk of loss. Our 
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task is not to seek to reverse change, but to build constructively 
upon all the changes that hold a possibility of good. In ‘that 
way we may make our hopes come true. 

Because Soviet military capabilities remain so vast and be- 
cause their intentions are subject to rapid change, we must 
maintain our vigilance and our strength. But also we must in- 
crease the unity and dynamism of the free world by greater 
emphasis on cooperation for something rather than merely 
against something. Let us exalt freedom by showing better 
what freedom can do. 

President Eisenhower, speaking day before yesterday, out- 
lined the task which lies before the free nations of the world. 
He emphasized that task as it relates to the newly independent 
and newly developing nations of the world. 

There is also need to maintain and develop the strength 
and vitality of the older free world nations. Here, too, there 
is vast Opportunity. Our peoples have many common aspira- 
tions and interests that go far beyond the instinct of self-pre- 
servation, and which we can more surely achieve if we work 
together than if we work apart. We can, in association, form 
major stepping-stones along the path to universal peace and 
justice and human welfare. 

We had all hoped that the United Nations would establish 
order on a universal basis. It has indeed done much in this 
respect and certainly we should do nothing to detract from the 
United Nations. It remains the cornerstone of United States 
foreign policy. 

But the United Nations was never expected to be an exclu- 
sive means for developing world order. The charter itself looks 
to regional and collective defense organizations to play a major 
role in this great task. 


V 


The Organization of American States illustrates the possibili- 
ties of a regional organization. It takes account of externa! 
perils. But it concentrates primarily upon its own positive ac- 
complishments. 

That Organization traces its origin back 66 years to when 
the Pan American Union was founded. It is held together by 
considerations which long preceded, and which will long suc- 
ceed, the fear of Soviet armed attack. 

The North Atlantic Treaty Organization is another organ- 
ization which, in its own distinctive way, contains the possibili- 
ties of great development. It was, to be sure, conceived pri- 
marily as a military alliance, and that aspect of the Organiza- 
tion remains vitally important. But the Organization can and 
should be more. 

The Canadian Government has notably espoused this point 
of view and at last December's ministerial meeting of the 
Council, both the French and Italian delegations introduced 
resolutions along this line. I expect that this matter will be 
dealt with further at next week’s ministerial meeting to be 
held in Paris. 

We basically have so much in common that we should be 
able to do more in common. 

All of our peoples embrace a religious faith which makes 
atheistic materialism abhorrent to them. We have a common 
sense of moral values. 

Our political institutions predominantly reflect democratic 
conceptions which had their origin in Greece, and legal in 
stitutions which had their origin in Rome 

Our economies are similar. We all believe in and encourage 
the private ownership of property, and there is a large and 
flourishing private trade between our countries 

Our educational systems are much the same and provide a 
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broad basis for the free exchange of views and the gaining of 
common understanding. 

Not only do we have this firm and broad foundation, but 
also we hold in common many guiding principles of action 
which should enable us to develop practically our fellowship 

We all believe that the days are past when any part of the 
world, or any particular civilization, should dominate others 
Several of the members of NATO are more than Alantic 
countries. The United Kingdom, for example, is a member 
of the British Commonwealth. The United States is a nation 
of the Americas and a Pacific nation. We are today members 
not only of NATO but of the Organization of American 
States, of the Southeast Asia Treaty Organization, and several 
other collective defense treaties in the Pacific. We are associ- 
ated with the Baghdad Pact. All NATO members would, | 
think, agree that NATO should not attempt to represent the 
totality of their policies. 

We all believe that no government has just powers except 
as it derives them from the consent of the governed. At the 
same time, we all recognize that political independence is 
illusory unless those who obtain it are able to sustain it and 
carry its responsibilities. Also, we reject the conception which 
would prevent different races from freely uniting in one politi 
cal system. Under these conditions, we all strive to advance 
the historic evolution of non-self-governing peoples to self 
government or independence. 

We believe that the spirit which in the last decade has pro 
vided so many non-self-governing peoples with political in 
dependence ought also to operate peacefully to stimulate in 
dependence for those subject to the ruthless colonialism of 
Soviet Russia. Peace and welfare in Europe require that East 
Germany should be allowed to unite in freedom with the Fed 
eral Republic and that the nations of Eastern Europe should 
once again be independent 

We believe in the closer Western 
European countries, such as is represented by the Coal and 
Steel Community, by the Western European Union created 
by the Brussels Treaty, and by the prospective development 
of “Euratom” whereby the members of the Coal and Steel 
Community would apply like community principles to the 
development of atomic energy for peaceful purposes. Such 
European integration and the development of NATO are 


integration of some 


complementary and not mutually exclusive 


The NATO members believe in the principle of political 
consultation between allies and are increasingly practicing it 
in the NATO Council. Every NATO country, of course, has 
that may sometimes require 


proce esses 


certain vital national interests, 
independent judgment Some of us have grave world-wide re 
sponsibilities that cannot be effectively discharged unless there 


is a capability of prompt decision and corresponding action 


Our consultations must be designed to assure essential harmony 
in our viewpoints on fundamentals. But the processes of con 
sultation should never enmesh us in a procedural web so that 


we fall victim to the ability of despotisms to act suddenly and 


with all their might 

None of our governments is predatory. We want military 
power to be used as a community force to prevent aggression 
and not as a national force for aggrandizement. Indeed, the 
amended Brussels Treaty for Western European Union already 
sets an example in armament limitation which we can ask the 
whole world to follow. 

No NATO member, I suppose, wishes to drift into some 
new and ill-defined relationship which could be provocative of 
future misunderstandings. But the unanimity of our thinking 
upon the great basic issues makes it apparent that the time has 
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come to advance NATO from its initial phase into the totality 
of its meaning 
VI 

Western civilization has made an immense contribution to 
the welfare of the whole world. It has been a dynamic force 
which, like everything human, has made its mistakes. But on 
the whole it has reflected an enlightened view of the nature 
of man and of his God-given right to enjoy life, liberty, and 
pursuit of happiness. Furthermore, the Western view of the 
nature of man has made it inevitable that its influence should 
on the whole be a liberalizing influence. Some nations take 
pride in the size of their domain and the number of 
people under their rule. But the Western nations can feel 
that their greatest success was to have brought to much of the 
world a knowledge, a political freedom, and an economic op- 
portunity which it had never enjoyed before. 

But the mission of the West is not completed. More inde- 
pendence needs to be perfected. More economic development 
needs to be planned and supported throughout the world. More 
sense of equality and human brotherhood needs to be de- 
veloped. Also, the West needs to appreciate better how rich 
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are the gifts other civilizations have to offer. 

The historic weakness of the West has been its disunity. 
Our of this disunity came wars which have taken the lifeblood 
of its finest youth and weakened its economies. A major task 
of postwar statesmanship was to find ways whereby the West 
can maintain its solidarity. Much has been done. But more 
can still be done to make sure that the good in Western civili- 
zation is not again negated by differences. 

The peoples who make up the Atlantic community ought, 
in increased unity, to resume their greatness; and true greatness 
is not to be measured by ability to impose on others what they 
do not want, but by ability to find new ways whereby all 
men can better realize their aspirations. 

The North Adantic Treaty already serves as an indispensable 
and vital instrument of the Atlantic community. But the time 
has, I believe, come to consider whether its organization does 
not need to be further developed, if it is adequately to serve 
the needs of this and coming generations. If that be the com- 
mon desire of the NATO member nations, the United States 
will join eagerly in exploring the possibilities which now 
beckon us forward. 


A Court of Economic Appeal 


THE INVISIBLE GAINS OF INTER-AMERICAN TRADE 
By DON FERNANDO BERCKEMEYER, Ambassador of Peru 
Delivered to the Board of Trade on the Occasion of the Western Hemisphere Luncheon, Washington, D. C., March 2, 1956 


S I stand here a little proverb that originated in Turkey 
comes to my mind that goes as follows: “At table keep 
a short hand, in company keep a short tongue.” 

Unfortunately the table you have set today in this old and 
famed hotel has been so excellent that the first part of this 
little saying has so far been ignored. 

However, great as is my appreciation at the high honor of 
speaking on behalf of my Western Hemisphere colleagues at 
this luncheon, I will do my best to keep to the spirit of the 
second part of this proverb, as the thought behind it is one 
with which I doubt anyone here will quarrel—least of all my 
own and esteemed colleagues 

As a sub-title for my talk I have chosen “The Invisible 
Gains of Inter-American Trade.” This is inspired by part of 
the Message that your good President Eisenhower addressed 
to the Board of Trade on the occasion of World Trade Week 
last year, and in which he said in part 

“Although Washington is not a major center of shipping 
or heavy industry, the Washington observance of World Trade 
Week is particularly significant. This observance indicates most 
clearly that the business comrnunity of our capital city realizes 
that a thriving international trade is in the interest of our 
entire nation and the whole world.” 

The fact that the President of the United States addressed 
these words to you is in my mind extremely complimentary 
He clearly implies that the business community of this city is 
one of rare vision in that you are looking beyond your own 
immediate interests to the overall long term view. In the final 
analysis this is really most practical for it is a way of insuring 
that we may all continue to flourish on the principles of free- 
dom and respect for fellow men 

On this basis I feel it would not be remiss to discuss with 
you and point out some of the advantages that trade between 
nations gives to all its participants, that are beyond the imme- 
diate scope of financial profits—necessary as these are! 

The world has never been a particularly simple place. In 


the past we had time to think, and the developments that took 
place would filter slowly across what were then vast distances. 
This century, however, has seen the most fantastic technologi- 
cal improvements. What took months to do in years gone by, 
takes minutes now. Our society has now to try and adjust 
to the challenge and use of atomic power. 

Our world today has become a very small place on which 
the impact of ideas exerts a far greater pressure than ever 
before. As a result of this technological progress our geopoliti- 
cal thinking has had to be recast to consider the many new 
factors. Of these, one of the most important is the ability of 
the American Continent to act as a unit. 

We can no longer think of the Pacific Ocean and the At- 
lantic Ocean as bulwarks given to us by the forces of nature. 
Owing to the development of air transport these oceans can 
now be crossed in a matter of a very few hours. 

We must realize that the American Continent today must 
work as a unit, and we must all strive to strengthen that 
objective. Apart from our natural sympathy for one another 
in supporting a free world, our geographical position also 
demands it. 

The impact on our civilization of technological progress 
in addition to shrinking our geographical distances has also 
had the effect of intensifying the struggle of ideas and prin- 
ciples by which we are governed. These ideas have been pretty 
clearly crystallized in terms of the conflict between the free 
world and Communism. 

In the free world we believe that the State has been created 
to serve the interests of mankind. The Communists believe 
that man is created to work for the State and be a slave of it. 

This is really no new development as it has been a matter 
of philosophical speculation, in one guise or another, for cen- 
turies. In the past though, this continuous process or struggle 
has always taken place within various small geographical 
boundaries. 

Invariably the civilizations that permitted the State to be- 
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come the master of man have succumbed to those that per- 
mitted the individual to develop his highest ability within the 
atmosphere of freedom. Despotism can lead only to defeat. 

Modern day developments have expanded on a world wide 
basis the struggle that in the past was limited to confined 
areas. The decision today will be final and concerns us all. 

There exists no doubt in my mind as to who will triumph. 
History has shown us the way; but it is our responsibility not 
to overlook measures that will insure this triumph. Our Con- 
tinent must—and now has the means—to act as a whole. 

A sound way to achieve this unity is to encourage and 
foster trade, in the broadest sense of the word, within our 
Hemisphere. Quite apart from the very practical reasons why 
trade should be proanoted within the Americas, its value is 
beyond measure in exchanging knowledge and creating friend- 
ship amongst one another. 

Your Government has done much to develop the trade 
potential of this Hemisphere. In addition to the expressions 
of friendship and partnership made by your President, your 
Government has also made available to us financial assistance 
which, of course, has been of benefit to lender and borrower 
and is deeply appreciated. Your technical advice has been of 
almost greater value. 

Latin America is already a substantial market place. The 
United States today exports more commercial goods to Latin 
America than it does to Europe. Your total trade with Canada 
alone exceeds all that with Europe. Furthermore, your greatest 
single import is a Latin American product, namely coffee. If 
disaster were to occur and war would come upon us again, you 
could not do without some essential raw materials that Canada 
and Latin America alone could provide. 

If Latin America is important now purely as a trade area, 
it is going to be vastly more so in the not too distant future. 

The population of Latin America is increasing at a rate of 
242% per year. Added to this fact is the more significant rate 
of increase per capita in the volume of goods and services 
which is about 342%. Our population today is about 170 
million people and it is estimated will be over 200 million 
by the year 1975. 

Despite the efforts that the Government of the United 
States has made to assist us in our development, much has 
yet to do done. Primarily, one of the most important problems 
that has to be met to protect this vital area is to stimulate 
the flow of capital investment. I should at this point mention 
that in Latin America we are especially grateful to the Export 
Import Bank and the International Bank for all they have 
done. More, however, remains to be done and | think the 
attempt should come from private sources. One way to encour- 
age these is, of course, by increased trade which inevitably 
brings with it capital investment. 

Experts from the United Nations and the International 
Bank have estimated that at the rate of increase in population 
in Latin America today, we need in new capital the amount 
of 7 billion 500 million dollars annually. They further report 
that this amount is needed to maintain the present rather 
inadequate standard of living. Of this amount the re-invest- 
ment of national capital yields only $6 billion. In Latin 
America, therefore, we need at least $11 billion more if we 
are to keep a balance between national production and the 
increase in population. 

At present we are falling far short of this objective. In 
1954 the inflow of capital from the United States to Latin 
America was in the nature of $300 million. On the other 
hand the outflow of capital from Latin America to the United 
States amounted to $757 million. This last figure includes 
debt repatriation, amortization of loans, dividends and other 
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financial services. The net outflow of capital was thus in the 
neighborhood of $450 million, I repeat, in the year 1954. Your 
Treasury in that year collected in taxes a sum somewhere 
between $200 and $250 million, which represents about twice 
the amount of loans that were granted to Latin America by 
another branch of the U. S. Government, the Export Import 
Bank. 

It is pretty evident that Latin America is even now paying 
high dividends. But to protect this area from the strategical, 
political and economic viewpoint, a great deal of capital must 
be encouraged to flow to Latin America in order that these 
gains may be protected and increased in the future. 


Much has been said about the risk of foreign investment 
People talk of the fears of expropriation. Individuals that 
would never dream of seeking government assistance at home 
start to demand governmental guarantees abroad. Yet when 
one considers the overall picture, one finds that these fears 
are exaggerated out of all proportion. My point is more than 
substantiated if one were to judge from the rise in the value 
of the shares of U. S. companies trading in Latin America. 
The rise in these values alone would encourage me to take 
on any of the so-called added risks. 


Nevertheless, as these fears of foreign investment do exist, 
though I believe that they are exaggerated, they can not be 
dispelled by mere words. I think though that if we could set 
up some kind of machinery for economic consultation, to 
which individuals could also resort, it would help to establish 
some added security in this respect. In effect it could be a 
court of economic appeal. By this method one would be able 
to exhibit the righteous position of countries. It would avoid 
the pitfalls of misunderstanding and consequent near financial 
boycott in some cases. 

This is not really a very radical departure from the regional 
system that we have today set up in the Organization of 
American States for political consultation. It has worked with 
exemplary effectiveness in the case of political disputes within 
our Continent. The Economic and Social Council of this 
Organization could be a basis for establishing this system for 
economic consultation. 


In Latin America, for instance, we are very proud of our 
record of free enterprise. We do not distinguish between 
national and foreign capital. Yet sometimes as nations we 
wish there was some place we could resort to when actions 
are taken by other Governments that can have a detrimental! 
effect on the whole of our economies. 

In order to continue to enjoy the benefits of free enterprise 
and a balance of trade, it makes it imperative to depend on 
the continuity of a sound policy regarding tariffs and quotas 
For instance, in order to be able to plan and project at long 
range, sudden changes in policy are most disturbing in the 
execution of a well planned economy. 

In this connection many countries in Latin America, as well 
as important buyers in the United States, have been very dis- 
appointed in the recent announcement made by your Depart- 
ment of Agriculture that the United States is going to place 
on the private market a vast amount of cotton. The effect of 
this announcement, despite the claims that this cotton is to 
be disposed of in an orderly manner, has been to depreciate 
the price of cotton substantially in these past two or three 
days. Cotton is one of our vital exports and this announce 
ment, of course, has created great consternation in Latin 
America. 

Similarly, in relation to one of your vital 
we do believe that the quota that has been suggested for the 
next Six years is not adequate or fair in relation to the increases 


imports, sugar 
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that have been made to the benefit of some at the cost of other 
nations 

These are all matters that could be discussed between us 
as nations and reach some solution that would be mutually 
igreeable and fair to all, and that could very properly fall 
within this field of economic consultation. 

Within our Continent we have enormous resources. Their 
development does give rise to many problems. Trade is the 
key to the solution of many of these problems. 

Furthermore, trade provides a channel of communication 
that, quite apart from making goods available to one another, 
enables us to understand the other fellow’s point of view and 
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thus strengthen the means of cooperation. This in turn makes 
political agreements easier. In strengthening our political 
cooperation there are greater strategic gains that if this present 
day world were plunged into an emergency would be inval- 
uable. Trade is the means whereby we can achieve some of 
these objectives. 

The concept of Western Hemisphere solidarity must be 
made the insurmountable dam that will withstand the assaults 
of the floods of subversive ideas and allow the land beyond 
it to develop to the benefit of mankind. 

It is an objective, gentlemen, to which we should all be 
proud that we can contribute. 


India’s Aggression Against Pakistan 


“WAR PSYCHOSIS” CREATED IN MINDS OF INDIAN PEOPLE 
By MOHAMAD ALI, Prime Mimister of Pakistan 
Delivered to the Pakistan Parliament, Karachi, Pakistan, March 19, 1956 


HE LEADER of the Opposition has drawn attention 

to the series of border incidents that have taken place. 

[he disquiet to which he has given expression is 

shared widely in the country and I share that disquiet with 
him 

CHHAD Bet 

he first of these incidents took place at Chhad Bet where 

on February 17, Indian armed units opened fire on our 

border police outposts. This was followed by heavy attacks 

by the Indian Army on the 19th and 25th February. For 

this purpose a battalion of Indian Army was deployed and 


on March 2 Indian armed units occupied the neighbouring 
Nara Bet. For a hundred years, prior to Partition, there had 
been a dispute with regard to the boundary in this area 


berween the Cutch State and the former Governments of 
Bombay and Sind. 

After Partition both Chhad Bet and Nara Bet have been 
under our de facto jurisdiction as parts of Nagarparkar Taluka 
of Tharparkar District of what was until recently the province 
of Sind and is now West Pakistan. 

Simultaneously with Indian attacks in the Rann of Cutch 
we received reports of the movement of Indian troops on 
the East Pakistan-Assam border on the Surma River sector. 
On February 24 and 25, Indian troops opened fire on 
Pakistan border patrols. A cease-fire agreement was effected 
on February 25. This was violated by Indian forces who 
resumed firing on March 1. 

Ir is understood that subsequently another cease-fire was 
effected. Between March 8 and March 14, Indian border 
police opened fire on our border outposts at a number of 
places in West Pakistan, at Rohiwal, Nagar Aimanpur and 
all along the ten-mile border, stretching from Khemkaran to 
Mutianwala. 

The most serious of these border incidents has, however, 
occurred in the vicinity of Ferozpur Headworks. 


BELA 

On March 10, Indian military authorities occupied the 
Bela, which adjoins the right marginal bund in the vicinity 
of Ferozpur Headworks. This Bela has never been in India’s 
possession although the adjoining marginal bund which is 
situated on the Pakistan side of the river, has, as a result 
of a working agreement of 1948, been jointly patrolled by 
Indian and Pakistani forces. In the past, India had made 


several attempts to gain control of as much area in the vicinity 
of Ferozpur Headworks as possible including a small island 
in the river situated close to the Bela, which is known as 
Gatti No. 9. 

INDIAN MACHINATIONS 

A few months ago, the local Indian authorities approached 
the West Pakistan Government for permission to take earth 
from the Bela in order to repair the damage that had been 
done by the recent floods to the Headworks and to the 
Dipalpur Canal which takes off from the Headworks and 
irrigates Pakistan territory. 

The West Pakistan Government informed them that it 
was not necessary to take earth from the Bela and that the 
necessary repair work could be done by taking earth from 
the bed of the Dipalpur Canal which had got silted up. 
They added that if the Indian authorities were unwilling to 
undertake that work, Pakistan authorities would be prepared 
to undertake it themselves on a cost-sharing basis. 

The Indian irrigation authorities did not accept this offer 
on the ground that it was not feasible and claimed that 
the Bela was Indian territory. They added that if they were 
not allowed to take earth from the Bela, they would not 
be able to repair the Dipalpur Canal and would have to 
close it down. 

Thereupon the Indian authorities invoked the intervention 
of the World Bank. In response to an appeal from the 
President of the Bank for a mutually satisfactory settlement 
in order that repairs to the Headworks may proceed without 
delay, 1 agreed to allow the Indian authorities to remove up 
to one million cubic feet of earth from a portion of the Bela 
to be earmarked by Pakistan officers. We also offered to 
provide escorts for the protection of Indian labourers. Our 
patrol posts in the area were instructed to permit Indian 
workmen to come to the Bela for the purpose of taking 
earth therefrom. 

BREACH OF FAITH 


Instead, however, of sending labourers to take earth from 
the Bela, on the night of March 9, Indian army men in- 
filtrated into the Bela and on the following day a company 
of Indian army had taken possession of it. Thereafter on 
the pretext of giving protection to the labourers who have 
not even yet arrived, Indian armed forces began fortifying 
their positions on the Bela. They installed machine guns, 
Bren guns and 3” mortars in the Bela. They removed stones 
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from the right guide bund, allegedly for repairing the Head- 
works but used them for setting up trenches for their forces 
on the Bela. They also built observation posts on the Bela. 
All this was being done while not a single labourer had 
arrived to take earth from the Bela, for the purpose of 
repairing the Headworks. It became obvious that India had 
resorted to the excuse of taking earth from the Bela for 
repairing the Headworks in order that its armed forces 
might take possession of the Bela. We protested against this 
breach of faith. 

On March 17, I sent a personal message to the Indian 
Prime Minister drawing his attention to the fact that the 
various incidents that had taken place along the Indo- 
Pakistan border, if not checked, were bound to result in 
serious deterioration of Indo-Pakistan relations. I requested 
him to issue instructions to the local Indian authorities to 
refrain from resort to force and to settle any border dispute 
by peaceful negotiations as agreed to by the two governments 
under the Indo-Pakistan Agreement of 1948. 

I further urged that the status quo as it existed before 
these incidents occurred should be restored so that negoti- 
ations for the resolution of any dispute may proceed in a 
calm and friendly atmosphere. I offered to issue similar 
instructions simultaneously to the authorities concerned on 
our side. 


BOUNDARY DELIMITATION COMMISSION 

Further, since these incidents originated because the Indo- 
Pakistan border in the West Pakistan sector had not been 
demarcated, despite Indo-Pakistan agreements that the de- 
marcation should be taken up without delay, I suggested that 
to ensure that the work of delimitation went forward with 
the necessary despatch, a Boundary Delimitation Commission 
composed of high-powered technical experts of both the 
Governments should be set up. 

With regard to particular areas where a dispute exists 
as to the exact location of the boundary line, I suggested 
that an Indo-Pakistan meeting at ministerial level should 
quickly take place. 

I have had no reply to this message so far. 

In the meantime, however, on March 18, Indian forces in 
the Bela, from Dipalpur canal post and the nearby Gatti 
No. 9, opened heavy fire on our border outposts preparatory, 
it seemed, to taking control of the right guide bund as well. 
They used for this purpose not only light machine guns 
and Bren guns but also 3” mortars. Our forces returned fire 
in self-defence with small arms. Firing continued throughout 
the night. Contact was established with the Indian Army 
Commander with a view to effecting cease-fire but to no 
avail. At day-break, with the help of an air observation post, 
the Indians opened heavy artillery fire on the Bund and 
Pakistan territory behind it. 

Contact was established between the local Army Com- 
manders again on the morning of March 19 and a cease-fire 
was effected at 10:45 a.m. Our casualties are ten killed and 
eighteen wounded. There have been some casualties on the 
Indian side also. 

A strong protest has been lodged with India against this 
wanton act of aggression. 


ACTS OF AGGRESSION 


In every single case it has been aggression from the Indian 
side and in order to understand this and in order to place 
these incidents in the proper perspective, it is necessary 
to recall that in the past several weeks an intense propaganda 
campaign has been started in India to the effect that American 
military assistance to Pakistan has upset the balance of power 
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in this sub-continent and constitutes a threat to the security 
of India. Fear and hatred have been aroused. 

Fear and hatred are evil things but they can easily be 
aroused. 

India is many times bigger than Pakistan in terms of 
population, resources, strength of its armed forces and in 
its industrial potential. It has purchased and procured arms 
on a much bigger scale than Pakistan. Even after military 
assistance from the United States there could be no question 
of any threat of aggression from Pakistan. We have given 
repeated assurance to that effect. Our entry into the S.E.A.T.O. 
and Baghdad Pacts, as we have proclaimed repeatedly, is 
of a purely defensive character. It is not aimed against any 
country and most certainly not against India. 


CAMPAIGN OF HATRED 


This position is so clear that even the most gullible would 
not easily believe in any threat of aggression from Pakistan 
And yet, this campaign of fear and hatred and of creating 
insecurity has gone on. With what object? The object ts 
clear—it is to bring pressure upon the United States to 
desist from giving any military assistance to Pakistan. That 
quite clearly is the object of this propaganda campaign, so 
that Pakistan should not become militarily strong; it should 
remain weak and a weak country can be bullied by an ag 
gressive neighbour into following the policies that neighbour 
wants. 

We won our independence at great cost in human lives 
This country has made the heaviest sacrifices for maintaining 
its freedom. We are spending a very large portion of our 
resources for the defence of this country so that the freedom 
won with such tremendous sacrifices may be maintained 
Freedom is our dearest possession and nothing shall be 
spared, neither money, nor blood, to preserve this freedom 
of ours. And, freedom means the freedom to follow such 
policies inside and outside the country as we, the people of 
Pakistan, think to be in the best interests of Pakistan 
Without that, freedom has no meaning. 


VICIOUS AND IMMORAL 


This whole campaign, so vicious and so immoral because 
it spreads insecurity and creates unrest in the people's 
minds, has gone on in India in an unrelenting fashion until 
a sort of war-psychosis appears to be developing in the mind 
of our neighbouring people. 

We had never wished anything but friendly relations 
with India. We have said that again and again. What is it 
that prevents the establishment of these relations? In the 
main it is the Kashmir dispute. And what is that dispute? 
Only this, that we say the people of Kashmir should be 
allowed to exercise their right of self-determination, they 
should decide, freely and without pressure or coercion, whether 
they wish to be with India or with Pakistan. This is all that 
we have demanded and shall continue to demand with al! 
the emphasis at our command. 

Our cause is just. But so intransigent has India become 
on this issue that when anyone now reminds them of the 
undertaking given by them that the people of Kashmir 
shall determine their future by means of a free plebiscite, they 
feel hurt. Very recently the representatives of the S.E.A.T.O 
countries did no more than remind the world of the U.N 
Resolutions. And yet there was an outcry from India which 
lodged protests all round. What crime have these countries 
committed? Merely this, that they have supported the cause, 
not of Pakistan, but of the people of Kashmir, the oppressed 
downtrodden people of Kashmir who want the right of free 
vote and free plebiscite. If this Indian campaign is directed 
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towards silencing Pakistan on Kashmir, it will fail; if it 
aims at intimidating Pakistan into following policies which 
India may wish her to fotiow, it will fail. 


INCIDENTS STAGED 

But not content merely with propaganda campaigns and 
in order to give substance and reality to the insecurity which 
hey have deliberately created, they have staged innumerable 
small incidents. It is easy enough over a long border which 
has not been carefully demarcated, to create incidents. There 
is border police or armed forces on both sides. There are 
many areas, not large in extent, but, which, nevertheless, 
are in dispute. Some of the areas are treated as neutral areas 
by both sides; in some others there are working arrange- 
ments. All that is necessary is just to violate these, to fire a 
shot and at once an incident is created. And these incidents 
are then played up. 

For the last eight years, there have been on this border 
a number of small incidents which have been settled mostly 
by the local officers operating on both sides. There has been 
no publicity for them. Burt if incidents are magnified and 
forces are deliberately brought into clash on a large scale 
and mortars are used, well then, undoubtedly, these incidents 
would assume a serious turn. 


FALSE PROPAGANDA 


This is what is happening. And it is most regrettable that 
it should happen; it is most regrettable that lives should be 
lost; it is most regrettable that an atmosphere of a state of 
war should be created. And all for what purpose? Just to 
deter military assistance reaching Pakistan, just to prove to 
the world that there is a dangerous situation and if arms 
are given to Pakistan, there will be acts of aggression by 
Pakistan. This propaganda is wholly without justification, 
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it is wholly false. The object is that Pakistan might remain 
weak. 

I do hope that better counsels will prevail. It is easily 
possible, if the suggestions that I have made to the Prime 
Minister of India are accepted, to alter this whole picture. 
These border incidents can easily be controlled if both sides 
issue instructions—and I have said that I am prepared to do 
so—-not to use force and to restore the status quo and meet 
at the ministerial level and take in hand immediately the 
detailed demarcation of the boundaries. These are suggestions 
which are eminently practicable, eminently reasonable. There 
is no reason why these should not be adopted. 


PAKISTAN’S OFFER 


But, I go further and I say, let both countries sign an 
agreement that they will not go to war against each other 
and will settle all their disputes by negotiation and mediation 
and failing these by arbitration. These are well-known inter- 
national methods of settling disputes and all our disputes 
can be resolved in that manner. The whole atmosphere can 
be changed. 

I make this offer in all sincerity and in all earnestness so 
that the people of India and of Pakistan may live as friendly 
neighbours and each is free to pursue the policy it thinks 
best. It is only in that spirit of amity and good neighbourly 
relations that countries that have a long border with each 
other can and should live. 

If these proposals are not accepted and if aggression is 
aimed and committed against our country, we shall defend 
ourselves and we shall defend our freedom with the utmost 
force and to the last drop of our blood. 

Mr. H. S. Suhrawardy, leader of the Opposition, in his 
speech gave the assurance that all parties—every one of 
us—will support the Government in any measure taken to 
safeguard Pakistan's right and honour. 


What Price The Fatted Calf? 


JUVENILE DELINQUENCY APPROACHING EPIDEMIC PROPORTIONS 
By DR. RUTH ALEXANDER, Editorial Columnist and Lecturer, Canaan, New York 


Delivered at a meeting of Educators, Conrad Hilton Hotel, Chicago, Illimoss, February 28, 1956 
(All rights, including book and magazine publication, reserved by the author) 


associate my work exclusively with the fight against 

communism. You may wonder why one who has per- 
sisted doggedly on that firing line since 1930 should turn 
her attention to crime. But communism and crime are not 
as far apart as they appear to be. Both are threats to our 
peace and security and both will bankrupt us if they continue 
unchecked. 

The reason for our present precarious position vss 4 vis the 
communist world is because we did not take communism 
seriously enough soon enough. We were warned and warned 
and warned. But we found it less disturbing to call those who 
gave these warnings, contemptuously, “Alarmists.” 1 was one 
of those “Alarmists.” But it is cold comfort today to be able 
to say, “I told you so.” 

In the field of juvenile delinquency, we have not been 
warned. A cunningly conceived conspiracy of silence has sur- 
rounded the young criminal, allegedly on his behalf, for thirty 
years. I am here to break that silence. I am here to cell that 
story, let the chips fall where they may. I am here to urge you 
to take juvenile delinquency seriously enough soon enough. 


[sexi who have heard me speak at state conventions 


I am here to sound that alarm. You take it from there. 

As a humanist, the suffering caused by crime concerns me. 
As an economist, the money spent on crime concerns me. If 
you educators wonder why your purse has a lean and hungry 
look, remember that our annual bill for crime is “reasonably” 
estimated at more than twenty billion dollars. In the teen-age 
brackets, it costs between four and five thousand dollars a 
year at state schools to feed, clothe, shelter and analyze each 
boy, whose sole claim to our time and our taxes is that he 
broke our laws. At semi-private tax-exempt institutions, 
euphemistically called industrial farms, it costs more per 
inmate per year than to send a boy through Yale or Harvard. 
Delinquency comes dear. 

Yet a thousand sociologists plead the cause of the delinquent. 
I plead the cause of his victims, the cause of society, his 
market place, of you and me, each, an actual or potential 
victim of juvenile violence. For these dangerous youngsters 
are found everywhere. They have long since left the squalid 
ante-rooms of the slums where crime used to be concentrated 
and confined. Night and day they now stalk the streets, the 
parks, the playgrounds, the corridors of public schools, as 
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“concealed” delinquents, “probationary” delinquents, or “de- 
linquents at large,” whose cases have been “dismissed,” “ad- 
justed” or “held open” by an indifferent judge in a hush-hush 
court. If your turn hasn't come to cope with juvenile violence 
it likely will. Once it does, you will learn how it feels to live 
behind bars. You will never know peace of mind again. 

Our nation is presently engaged in a struggle for survival. 
It costs money to provide defense at home and to wet-nurse 
a large part of the world abroad in the hope of friends when 
the chips are down for the final count. We can no longer 
afford billions for crime as well. Since we cannot divest our- 
selves of our relentless enemy, communism, we must curb our 
criminals. It is estimated that more than half of all adult 
criminals were juvenile delinquents. We must begin stern and 
comprehensive measures of correction, therefore, in the age 
group, ten to seventeen. “Youth is the key to Crime Rate.” 

I need not remind this brilliant and knowledgeable audience 
of the decisive part semantics has played in the social, political 
and economic revolutions of the twentieth century. It is 
defined by its disciples as new meanings for old words “in 
keeping with the times.” But so-called semantic “expansion” 
can be deliberate falsification as well. And we have often 
been led to support or condone the very things we abhor, 
either because the old word made the old sownd which con- 
cealed its new and opposite meaning, or because meliorative 
words were substituted to cushion the harsh impact of the 
original. 

Take the word “crime,” for instance. Traditionally, whether 
we thought of crime as sin in the generic sense, or as vice 
in the sense of degrading appetites, or in its specific sense 
as violation of law with attendant punishment, we regarded 
crime as cruel, and intolerable. 

Came the revolution in semantics, and the meliorative word 
“delinquency” was substituted to take the heat off crime. Tradi- 
tionally, a delinquent was merely one who failed to perform 
a duty or obligation, such as a delinquent tenant. His failure 
was an offense of sorts but it was not severe enough to arouse 
public indignation. Thus “delinquent” seemed the answer to 
the semanticist’s prayer. It alluded to an offensive act by an 
inoffensive word. It was custom made to fit young criminals 
when they were taken over by professional welfare workers 
as a by-product of our social revolution. 

This semantic device changed nothing and changed every- 
thing. The crime was still a crime but the criminal gained 
good public relations by being called a delinquent. A young 
criminal who kills a baby sitter arouses public anger. But a 
delinquent child who does the same arouses public pity. The 
offenses are identical but the offenders are given different 
treatment because they are called by different words. We send 
the criminal to jail. We give the delinquent a good hot bath 
and send him to bed. We reason that children must be good 
because they are young. The logic is faulty but the emotional 
impact is irresistible. 

Not only is youthful crime softened by the meliorative word 
delinquency, but the plot thickens when crime is called sick- 
ness. Child “experts” tell us that when a boy is a criminal 
he is sick. And when he is sick he is not a criminal. Play 
that on your tape recorder! It comes out that crime is universal, 
that everybody is a criminal, because everybody is sick most 
of the time with fear and anxiety and depression and frus- 
trated rage at the disappointments of life that are the common 
jot of mankind. 

These are given as excuse for youthful crime but they are 
moods none can escape. Yet few dare risk indulgence of the 
impulses to which these moods give rise. We fear the con- 
sequences of lashing out at people and circumstances and 
blaming them for our conflicts or wrong doing. 
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Burt the over-privileged, officially-certified delinquent fears 
no consequences. He alone rates the red carpet treatment for 
acting out his moods of rage and despair. For him, and none 
other, is the fatted calf killed, drawn, sweetened, and spoon 
fed in the presence of an impressive array of high-priced 
specialists, to whom money is, after all, the taxpayers’ worry 
They record his every expression of defiance and cynicism as 
a proof of his innocence. They soothe him by telling him he 
is not the criminal but the victim, the immortal victim of 
society, entitled, therefore, to do violence against members 
of society, now and then, by way of revenge. 

The name we give to youthful crime is important but I’li 
go along with “sickness” for the moment. So let's call crime 
cancerous. Like cancer it affects a relatively small proportion of 
the total population. Like cancer it is alarmingly on the 
increase. And like cancer, it metastasizes and spreads from 
one part of the body politic to the other. Unlike cancer how 
ever, which is under constant experiment, we persist in the 
old therapy for crime year after year, even when our cures 
prove fruitless because they are based on wrong diagnoses. 

It is time to change doctors and prescriptions. It is time to 
take young criminals out of the hands of professional welfare 
workers, whose function is to devise ways and means of pro- 
tecting the Jawless and put them back in the hands of pro- 
fessional law enforcement officers whose function is to protect 
the law-abiding. It is time to crack down on the dangerous 
“open treatment” for young criminals, which means no fence, 
no bars, no gates, no guards, but hundreds of runaways, each 
with one or more court convictions for violent crimes. A 
runaway delinquent is not a statistic. He is an habitual crim 
inal intent on escape and none is more desperate. He is a 
clear and present danger on the highways and to all who live 
along the route of his attempted get-away 

It is drummed into our ears that these are “not bad boys” 
but “sick children.” So far so good. We confine sick children, 
whose disease is obnoxious and communicable. We do not 
turn them loose and give them the “open treatment.” We 
confine them regardless of whether or not they feel “hostile” 
or “rejected” in their quarantine. Nor does the law inquire 
into age, income bracket, or causes said to be not of the 
patient’s making, such as poor home conditions. The law is 
concerned exclusively and correctly with the threat of epidemic, 
with the threat of injury to others. 

It would be unfair and untrue to claim that no allegedly 
“sick” boy is ever cured. Every once in a while, a confirmed 
delinquent goes straight with a bang and becomes a movie 
star overnight. The point is that during his illness and con 
valescence, and until his cure has made him safe for society, 
he should be confined, just as a boy with polio is confined 
while doctors work over him. How would you like the “open 
treatment” for polio? How would you like a boy actively 
sick with polio running around loose, infecting you and your 
children? If crime is to be called “sickness,” it must be treated 
as sickness—and as comtagious sickness, because it affects 
others than the patient himself. 

Regardless of rare instances of reform, however, juvenile 
delinquency is rapidly approaching epidemic proportions. Our 
last complete statistics (1954) showed one out of every 38 
boys and girls was arrested in the age group 10-17. “The 
crime problem is essentially a youth problem.” 

The purpose of this little talk is to diagnose it anew and 
prescribe new remedies, before it breaks more hearts and 
bankrupts more pocketbooks. To that end, we shall reveal! 
the falsity of some cherished myths, expose the irrelevance of 
some presently held causes, suggest new and relevant causes 
and finally explode three ideological bombs—the I bombs 
for your consideration. 
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I shall use the terms “criminal” and “delinquent” inter- 
changeably. I define the term “child” as “any person actually 
or apparently under the age of sixteen,” as in New York, 
though the age varies slightly elsewhere. I define “delinquent” 
as one who commits an offense that would be a crime if he 
were older than sixteen. Again the age varies, so that a boy 
may be a juvenile delinquent, in one state and not in another. 
Some states do not even set any age. The over-all picture of 
juvenile legislation (which comes under welfare law) is one 
of confusion and contradiction. “Only on the Federal level 
does uniformity of procedure exist.” 

I limit delinquents to graduate delinquents, holding one or 
more degrees from the court. Pre-delinquency and preventive 
delinquency are so important that they merit separate and 
special study. I confine the discussion to boys, as males out- 
number females four to one. Reluctantly, I omit the hundreds 
of case histories in my files from which I have drawn my 
conclusions. I use the biblical reference of the fatted calf as 
symbolic of reward for evil-doing and compassion for crime. 
[ purposely exclude the connotation of penitence as not com- 
monly characteristic of delinquents. 

First, then, to examine two long cherished myths. These are 
‘crime does not pay” and “childhood is sacrosanct.” True or 
false? 

Practically everybody parrots the wishful thought that crime 
does not pay. But the juvenile delinquent knows better. It is 
the road to importance, a form of achievement, mission 
iccomplished. Since he is free from the fear of the con- 
sequences of his acts the sky is the limit. Why not? If he 
should get caught he can count on a thrilling arrest and on 
becoming overnight an object of profound public concern 
where he was only a punk before. More likely than not, the 
judge of the children’s court will let him off with a fatherly 
pat on the back, partly from boredom and partly under pres- 
sure from welfare workers, parents, pastors, priests or teach- 
ers, to be a little “soft” on the boy, who is, they maintain, 
only a child,”"—a child who may be over 6 fe. tall, weigh 
over 180 lbs. and who fights with knives and lengths of chain 
wrapped around his fists 

Not only does crime pay for him, personally, but it rolls 
up the long green for grown-up criminals in movies, radio, 
comics, and TV whom he aspires to imitate. 

The boss criminal has the girl with the biggest bust, the 
house with the deepest swimming pool, the cigar with the 
loudest name plate and the coat with the most mink collar. 
At the end of his long and thrilling life he may be done in 
by some rat who squealed to the cops and to get by the censor. 
But meanwhile, he had a lot of fun and everybody has to die 
once. Nor is hero worship in pictures the only way adult 
criminals recruit rookies for their ranks. In real life, they 
pass Out narcotics at candy stores, and they know the address 
of the nearest abortion mill where a quickie can be done 
during lunch or recess. If the cost is high they pick up the 
tab and win eternal gratitude from the illegitimate parents 
of the obtrusive embryo. If one of their young proteges should 
get caught, they devise ways and means of beating the rap— 
that is, of preventing him from shouldering the consequences 
of his own acts. Which is exactly what the welfare workers do. 

“Crime does not pay”? It’s a myth to be discarded if we are 
serious about licking juvenile delinquency—if we really want 
to do something about it instead of just talking about it. 

The second myth concerns the universal sanctity of child- 
hood. For centuries we have clung to a blind irrational belief 
in the innate goodness of children, despite repeated evidences 
of their natural wanton cruelty. Little children are little 
animals and like animals and primitives must be disciplined 
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incessantly to achieve the self-control demanded by organized 
society. I realize these are fighting words to doting mothers. 
And if any mother can show me a child who is not an animal 
but a vegetable or a mineral I'll take it all back. Animals and 
primitives live by jungle law until they learn they have to 
pay and pay and pay for anti-social behavior. 

Only an unrealistic and idealized concept of childhood 
could deny that the dark strains of primitive cruelty are eve: 
far beneath the surface. Yet the ancient superstition persists. 
It still goes against the grain for us to think of a little person 
as cruel or a child as a criminal. But until we can shake off 
the shackles of sentimentality that have held us captive for 
generations, we shall make no successful inroads against 
juvenile delinquency. 

Case histories show that some children have an innate pre- 
destined aptitude for crime just as some have an innate apti- 
tude for playing the violin. They are often highly intelligent 
and occasionally deeply religious but they have the narcissistic 
arrogance of the true criminal—cold, pitiless, remorseless. 
Hence they find nothing distasteful in knocking off someone 
whose possessions they covet or who gets in the way of their 
goals. The irony is that they can commit the supreme violence 
but they cannot be punished by violence. 

Furthermore, it is possible to predict criminal tendencies 
at an incredibly early age. The Jewish Board of Guardians at 
the Hawthorne Cedar Knolls School has made an exhaustive 
study of the prediction of probable delinquents, and “recidi- 
vists” or repeaters with two or more arrests. Mr. Hoover rates 
recidivism as one of the most shocking aspects of delinquency. 

A study of a thousand delinquents by the children’s bureau 
of our government also reveals personal motivation towards 
crime well defined almost im infancy. “Although the age at 
which the largest number of delinquents are first apprehended 
by the police or referred to the courts is between thirteen and 
fifteen, nine tenths of these children were having marked diffi- 
culties before they were eleven years old and more than a third 
were showing noticeable signs of becoming delinquent at the 
age of eight and under.” Another myth vanishes. Now for 
the currently held causes of delinquency. 

Those who make their living servicing delinquents have 
blamed delinquency on capitalism, socialism, war, peace, flood, 
drought, depression, inflation, the Republicans, the Democrats, 
the Communists, the Fascists, the movies, the radio, the comics, 
the television, the family, the school, the neighborhood, an 
only child, a sibling, deficient diet, excess fat, too little money, 
too much money, too little loving, too much loving, parental 
protection, parental rejection, nuclear fission and nuclear 
fusion. 

Each is alleged to be a cause. But they cannot all be causes 
for each is a contradiction of its polar opposite. Yet each is 
defended stubbornly by its disciples. But only ome single 
cause, personal motivation, admittedly aggravated by other 
factors, is the unanimous conclusion of scholarly and objective 
research. 

It is vigorously rejected however by professional welfare 
workers who prefer, willy nilly, to blame delinquency on 
retardation in school: on poverty: and on a broken home. Let 
us examine these alleged causes in order. 

The popular notion that the slow learner, the dull-witted, 
or “retarded” boy tends, ipso facto, toward delinquency does 
not stand up. You are all familiar with the monumental study 
made by Drs. Eleanor and Sheldon Glueck on delinquents and 
non-delinquents paired for comparable heredity and environ- 
ment. Their reasoned conclusion is that “delinquency is not 
related to retardation in school.” As a rule, these children are 
mentally bright and physically strong, agrees Mr. Hoover. 
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Furthermore, they lack those worries and anxieties that 
characterize their non-delinquent brothers and sisters who 
resist the temptations of their common environment. They 
must wonder why the bad boy is bundled off to a luxurious 
country club for crime, the ubiquitous “industrial farm,” while 
they must remain and sweat out satan in the slums or the 
suburbs with no reward for good behavior. Much is made of 
the problems of the sibling, but each child is a sibling, in his 
turn, as others are born. Only that one, (or ones) with an 
innate pre-disposition for crime reaches the courts. 

Far from being retarded, delinquents are more likely to be 
brilliant. They are resourceful, adventuresome, impulsive, de- 
structive, and sadistic. They do not break the law in quite the 
same sense as they ignore the law, feeling, in their gargantuan 
egotism, that they are above the law. And frankly, since their 
lawlessness results in no punitive consequences their reason- 
ing is completely realistic. Free-wheeling and lone-wolf in 
their attitudes, they resist remedial efforts at social rehabilita- 
tion, such as organized recreation. 

In my opening remarks, I confined this talk to crime and 
punishment—or, rather, lack of punishment. Discussion of 
the magnificent job done by various organizations working 
with all children, with special emphasis on potential delin- 
quents and marginal cases, is something else again. But as the 
only encouraging sign on the delinquent horizon I must men- 
tion a few, in passing, at least. 

You are all familiar with our boys clubs, of which Mr. 
Herbert Hoover is Board Chairman. Most of you know the 
American Viewpoint, Inc., whose excellent flyer, “Who, Me?” 
is used in some five hundred school systems. 

The American Economic Foundation concentrates its efforts 
at preventive delinquency on incentives for citizenship, 
through short motion pictures, designed to spark discussion 
on how and why man makes his living, through tools, human 
energy and natural resources. 

Most metropolitan police maintain Police Athletic Leagues 
and most metropolitan newspapers support fully equipped 
summer camps for economically underprivileged boys. The 
most comprehensive, year-round, youth program of any agency 
in any city in the country is that of the New York M~mror. 
Launched in 1942, it now ranks first in the scope of its activi- 
ties and in the number of young participants and spectators. 
Its purpose is to prepare children for the stern responsibilities 
of adulthood by drawing them into the adult orbit of the 
community at large while they are yet in school and on play- 
grounds. 

Admirable as these efforts are, they are beamed at all chil- 
dren regardless of their mental, moral or physical status. They 
could well prove the turning point for marginal delinquents. 
But it is doubtful if they could reach the innate, purposive 
graduate delinquent—hostile, self-centered, and remorseless, 
for “a boy of sixteen” can be as hardened and confirmed a 
criminal as a man of forty-six. 

As Judge Leibowitz says—Today is the era of the juvenile 
criminal and I emphasize the word ‘criminal’ mere 
youngsters are holdup men, armed with loaded guns, iron 
knuckles, switch blade knives, daggers crimes such as 
rapes, burglaries, felonious assault, arson, dope peddling,” 
are committed by youngsters “from twelve years [of age] 
and upwards.” And he adds, “The really alarming feature is 
that these dangerous youngsters [are] turned loose time after 
time with hardly a slap on the wrist.” 

Regardless of the billions squandered on them during 
“treatment” in state schools or tax-exempt industrial farms, 
no adequate appropriations are made for follow-up after 
release to find out what the harvest of humanitarianism really 
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is. But verification of the inherent tendency of criminals to 
repeat crime, is the shocking statistic that more than 71% 
of all arrests are repeats, based on fingerprint impressions in 
the central repository. What proportion of these were juvenile 
offenders is difficult to determine. Of the more than half mil- 
lion youngsters (10-17) who were arrested in 1954, “this 
group accounted for nearly 40% of the arrests for all serious 
crimes reported by 1,389 cities.” 

“The exact magnitude of juvenile crime is unknown,” due 
to the fact that records of children’s courts are impounded 
and fingerprinting is prohibited in many states: the irony is 
that “communities which establish a law enforcement agency, 
only to hamper it in its performance of duty truly cast their 
seed upon the rocks. Handcuffing the law enforcement officer 
in his dealings with juvenile offenders does not solve the 
problem of delinquency.” 

Now to return to the second alleged cause of delinquency, 
which, like retardation in school, is discredited by the facts 
I refer to poverty. 

For years, we have coasted along on the notion that a 
highly industrialized neighborhood, with adjacent slums and 
widespread poverty, drove children to commit crime. This 
despite the fact that many of our finest citizens came from 
the wrong side of the tracks and publicly attribute their 
achievement to the challenge posed by poverty. No one holds 
a brief for poverty and it is virtually inexcusable in this amaz 
ing country where everyone who applies himself with diligence, 
perseverance, ingenuity, thrift, sobriety and skill to his chosen 
task, can reap an adequate reward. 

But today, one of the most alarming aspects of delinquency 
is that poverty as a cause of crime is all washed up. The slums 
have moved over to make room for the suburbs and the chil 
dren of some of our so-called best people are in trouble. Thus, 
juvenile delinquency can no longer be classified as a revolt 
against poverty with the related assumption that if we could 
lick poverty, we could lick crime. The poverty theory of 
delinquency, like the misery theory of communism, is emo 
tional indulgence in wishful thinking but does not stand up 
under the facts. Both are fraudulent, and dissemination of 
either is fraudulent misrepresentation 


The Gluecks found that the innate purposive character of 
the boy himself was more important and influential than en 
vironment. And an exhaustive study, made by the city of 
Baltimore, bears out the findings. Its conclusions are “there 
is mo correlation between the delinquent rate and poverty 
there is no really significant correlation between high delin 
quency and ethnic groups; there is no relation between the 
industrialization of a neighborhood and its delinquent rate; 
but there is a definite correlation between the delinquency 
rate and personal motiwation and family life.” 

There is so much wrong with the family in relation to 
delinquency that I can mention only a few skeletal points 
We are all familiar with the biblical injunction to “visit the 
sins of the fathers upon the children.” Substitute the word 
“mothers” for “fathers” as the most important secondary cause 
of delinquency and I am with you all the way 

Half of the families in the United States own their own 
homes, an achievement no other economy in history has even 
approached. We have the highest scale of living on earth and 
one of the highest crime rates. So what price Gwn-your-own 
home? At the price of working mothers in many instances. In 
July 1955, the number of women and teen-age girls, employed 
reached over twenty million, two million more than the peak 
during World War II. 

Millions of these are mothers. Many work because the 
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income tax makes their husband’s earnings inadequate for the 
scale of living they desire. But the cost of crime is “reason- 
ably” estimated at some five hundred dollars per year per 
family. Thus a vicious circle is established in the case of 
a working mother, whose child or children show a predictable 
well defined tendency toward crime. Her employment con- 
tributes to their delinquency, but part of her earnings are 
taken in taxes for the high cost of delinquency. She spends 
part of her wages to correct crime while creating one of the 
very bases of crime—a motherless home. 

A return to a less affluent style of living, to a home not 
riddled by conveniences, but under the care of a tender, 
authoritative, and omnipresent mother would solve many 
problems. I have the utmost sympathy for the child of a 
broken home. But there are three ways by which a home is 
broken—-death, divorce, or a house made motherless by a 
woman who calls luxuries necessities and works to that end. 

Even in the unbroken home, however, something is wrong. 
Semantics enters the picture as mother and father are cut to 
size by “Mom” and “Pop” though familiarity breeds contempt 
for authority. With the passing of the kindly hired girl, whom 
I rate as necessary for the continuity of family life, mealtime, 
which used to be a meeting place has all but disappeared. The 
whole family eats on the run, in “breakfast nooks,” or “snack 
bars,” or “living areas,” or singly, on trays, under the deadly 
visual hypnosis of suspenseful violence on television. 

All this plays a part in the restlessness that characterizes 
the delinquent. Without dignity, discipline is impossible. 
Children need discipline as guidance, bewildered as they are, 
trying to find their way through the labyrinth of electrical 
appliances that passes for a home today and desperately 
searching for a parent in a pal. 

Husbands have become popularly known as “the new 
servant class.” Father has lost face pinch hitting for mom 
in an apron while she pounds the pavements in slacks. A male 
child needs masculine authority. He won't accept it from a 
man in skirts, and he may seek it in the leader of a gang. 

But the family, unstable as many families are, cannot, as 
an institution, take the rap for more than its share of de- 
linquency. There remains the school—or rather, the permis- 
sive system of education, which toadies to children even while 
they are learning their ABCs. No doubt its protagonists 
and its antagonists sit in this audience. But many distinguished 
jurists rate permissiveness as a cause of delinquency. Justice 
Wilfred A. Waltemade, states frankly, “I blame teen-age law- 
lessness on the current theory of child rearing—permissive- 
ness. It centers in the schools. We are now reaping the con- 
sequences of years of permissive education.” 

From the bottom of my heart I agree. And although I 
cannot prove that the rise of delinquency was caused by so- 
called “progressive” educational theories and methods, I can 
point out that the reduction of volent sadistic crime to mere 
self-expression,” “sickness” or “severe behavior disorder” 
is unrealistic and dangerous. This point of view arose simul- 
taneously with the amoral and materialistic teachings of 
progressive education. Whether cause or coincidence is a 
matter of opinion. But when discipline lost out to “self- 
expression” and when religion lost out to psychology as a 
leverage of behavior, crime really got under way and the crop 
of delinquents reached epidemic proportions. 

The third cause of juvenile delinquency, as I see it, is the 
protective aura thrown about young criminals by welfare law. 
In many states, it is customary for policemen to doff their 
uniforms and go in an unmarked car when making an arrest 
of a juvenile. But this practice handcuffs the law enforcing 
officer and in effect, protects the one who violates the law. 
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The idea is not to stigmatize the juvenile. But he has already 
stigmatized himself by his acts! Moreover, if fear of con- 
sequential stigma is removed, what conceivable deterrent 
remains for those who act out universal conflicts by doing 
violence to other persons? 

Protective arrest is but one of many techniques of clemency 
that surround the young criminal. But clemency does not 
control juvenile delinquency. On the contrary, it stimulates 
crime as the alarming increase in our crime rate shows. 
“Leniency helps defeat the very end it was designed to accom- 
plish.” Many states, for instance, prohibit juvenile finger- 
printing, though Mr. Hoover recommends fingerprinting “as 
a practical step to control juvenile delinquency—just as we 
fingerprint adult criminals.” It seems elementary that the pro- 
tection of innocent people demands that the identity of all 
criminals, young or old, be made easily available to law 
enforcement officers. The taking of fingerprints does not in- 
volve any stigma. The stigma comes from the offense com- 
mitted. “The authority for fingerprinting persons arrested for 
crime, regardless of age, should prevail as legally authorized 
procedure by the police.” (Int. Asso. of Chiefs of Police). 

The protection of criminals reaches its peak in our chil- 
dren's courts. Some judges and many probation officers are 
dedicated men and women of the highest order. But the 
conflict between the constitutional requirements of the judicial 
oath to protect life and property and the pressure of welfare 
groups to protect those who are a clear and present danger 
to life and property is fierce and unrelenting. 

At best, our children’s courts are a law unto themselves. 
Proceedings are strictly hush-hush and our free press is 
outlawed, though pitiless publicity is a valuable deterrent to 
wrongdoing. After all, a newspaper is a mirror of life and 
it is well for the public to look into that mirror so that it 
may be alert to conditions as they exist. “Law enforcement 
in any community is only as good as the people of that 
community demand that it be.” 

Records of children’s courts are impounded, attendants are 
not in uniform, and everything is done to make the “little 
shaver” feel perfectly at home. His Honor slouches casually 
behind a table, looking like a clerk. He does not wear his 
robe of State and, on hot days, may even hold court in shirt 
sleeves. His approach to the criminal is palsy-walsy at best, 
and maudlin at its worst. Rarely is it the stern voice of the 
majestic and inexorable law, speaking to the lawless in 
unforgettable terms. The effect is juvenile contempt for a 
law without backbone or conviction. One so-called industrial 
farm, which is partially supported by State and Federal aid, 
and whose policies are, therefore, the taxpayers’ concern, has 
the arrogance to maintain a “Committee on Judicial Liaison”. 
Does this sound like tampering with the Judiciary? In any 
case, it works out that the judge aims to please the criminals 
and their sponsors! But it is axiomatic that a judge cannot 
be all things to all men and uphold his solemn oath of office 
or his personal integrity. 

Even at the risk of discrediting the judiciary itself, every- 
thing is done to save the children from the consequences 
of their acts. I know of no other group that rates such 
privilege. The rest of us have to pay fy few and pay for 
wrongdoing. Fear keeps us on the straight and narrow. But 
the delinquent has no reason to be afraid. As one adorable 
baby-faced blond said, when asked if he thought he could 
get away with his fifth armed robbery, aged fourteen — 
“Why not? I always have.” 

Bur that's the catch. There comes a time when the clock 
strikes twelve and he can no longer get away with it. It is 
not fair to the child to let him escape punishment up to a 
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certain time of day, and then take the protective semantic 
wraps off delinquency and give him the works for crime. He 
should have been punished at the start, according to his act— 
not according to his birthday. 

To cure juvenile delinquency, we must begin at the be- 
ginning. We must begin with first offenders, which rarely 
means the first offense but the first time the boy is caught. 
Our practice has been to treat so-called first offenders more 
lightly than “recidivists”. This process should be reversed. 
If first offenders are punished with sufficient severity, they 
are unlikely to go on to a second or third offense. Jurists agree 
that “corporal punishment works wonders with kids”. Bodily 
punishment is effective not merely because it hurts but 
because it humiliates. The gargantuan ego of a delinquent 
cannot tolerate humiliation. 

Juvenile delinquents are a law unto themselves. They are 
the overprivileged “Untouchables” of our people. Moreover, 
those who have served a sentence in a spartan state reforma- 
tory or a stretch in an elaborate and expensive ‘industrial 
farm’, become heroes in the eyes of their teen-age contempor- 
aries. Read “Party For The Kids”, in the September 1955 
issue of Esquire—if you doubt this. I assume you have all 
read or seen “Bad Seed”, “Blackboard Jungle” and “Desperate 
Hours”, fictionalized treatment of documentary material. 

Law enforcement officers agree that “first offenders should 
be punished, not merely reprimanded. When you have gangs 
of four or five jumping on another child and killing him, 
you can no longer be sentimental. The criminal must be 
taught by punishment.” 

The purpose of punishment is not revenge. It is a means 
of discipline—not an end in itself. It must be used to instill 
fear of the consequences of criminal acts in order to protect 
society. I offer the restoration of fear as the sole deterrent 
to crime known to history. For crime is not an absolute. It is 
relative. It is related to the fear of attendant punishment or 
it does not exist, as such. 

Way back when man was just another brute in a world 
of brutes, there was no such thing as crime. Killing, rape, 
robbery, and arson were just “doing what comes naturally” 
in order to survive. That was barbarism. But as civilization 
slowly and painfully got under way, man’s behavior came 
slowly and painfully under social control. In the long series 
of conflicts between doing what nature prompts him to do 
and what society permits him to do, man learned to fear 
the consequences of running amok with anger or revenge 
or satisfying his natural hunger for food and sex through 
means prohibited by the group. Crime was born. 

Thus, from the early days of civilization, punishment was 
implicit in the concept of crime. Ethics, morals, and theologies 
were remarkably at one in defining certain taboos which could 
be broken only on penalty of death or social ostracism. 
Punishment for breaking these taboos,—that is, punishment 
for crime—was one of the decisive milestones that marked 
the end of barbarism and the beginning of civilization. 

Bur all that is changed now, and subsequent history may 
well record that the social, political, and economic revolutions 
of the 20th Century have turned back the clock to barbarism 
by re-defining crime as “doing what comes naturally” for 
certain persons of certain ages. Juvenile delinquents are 
barbarians, living in a barbarous world of their making, in 
which the rest of us haven't a chance. They commit every 
conceivable crime with impunity, they cast the shadow of 
suspicion on their teen-age contemporaries and they devour 
hard-earned tax dollars by the billions. 

According to Milton Bracker’s excellent articles in the 
New York Times, you Educators are bearing the brunt of 
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this problem, as rising delinquency “saps the vitality of the 
schools”. I told your distinguished Secretary that I had 
three ideological bombs—my “I” bombs—to help cure 
delinquency by releasing human energy. Some of that energy 
is yours. But before I explode this fissionable material I 
would like briefly to recapitulate. In the foregoing, I have 
proposed the following steps to control delinquency and 
ultimately, perhaps, to cure it. 

Give up the comforting but unreliable cliches that “crime 
does not pay” and that “childhood is sacrosanct”. Admit the 
falsity of the allegedly primary causes of delinquency—re- 
tardation in school, and poverty. Recognize that personal 
motivation is the sole simgle cause established by scholarly 
and objective research. 

Revamp the family by elimination of working mothers 
wherever compatible with the mecessities of life, and in 
those homes where a child shows a marked tendency toward 
crime. Play down material conveniences and revive a family 
relationship based on discipline and obedience. Domesticate 
the Mothers and masculinize the Fathers. Give ‘Mom’ back 
her apron, give ‘Pop’ back his pants and give Junior a collar 
and tie. There seems to be some esoteric connection between 
the clothes young criminals wear and the things young 
criminals do. 

Examine critically the effect of ‘permissive’ education on 
youngsters with a predictable bent towards crime, regardless 
of its effect on so-called normal children, for better or worse 
Re-appraise humane treatment of criminals in the light of 
their inhumane treatment of their victims and in the light 
of the swiftly ascending curve of crime. 

Demand a change in atmosphere and procedure in our 
Children’s Courts. Re-establish fear of the consequences of 
breaking the law as the sole deterrent to violence known to 
history. Insist that our duly constituted legislative bodies 
not welfare workers—make the laws for all criminals, young 
and old, in order to protect the law-abiding. Make the act, 
not the age the criterion of crime and punishment. \n a word 
resume civilized living, free from fear of the vandalism and 
sadism of young barbarians, who masquerade semantically 
as “sick children” that they may win the pity of society, whose 
members are fair prey for their violence. 

Now for the “I” bombs. 

I PROPOSE THE END OF SEGREGATION BY AGE 
IN OUR PUBLIC SCHOOLS, AT BOTH ELEMENTARY 
AND SECONDARY LEVELS, AS A METHOD OF IN 
TELLECTUAL DISCIPLINE, THE KEY TO DELINQUEN 
Gye. 

We have made a fetish of chronological age in our treat 
ment of crime and in our schools. We have 
children with widely different heredity and environment, with 
widely different abilities to learn and to retain, into rigid 
artificial moulds, called “grades” that are unrealistic and 
wasteful. Bodies vary little but minds vary enormously. | 
SUGGEST INTELLECTUAL ABILITY, DETERMINED BY 
TESTS, AND IRRESPECTIVE OF AGE, AS A NEW BASIS 
FOR SEGREGATION. 

At one fell swoop it would take care of slow learners, fast 
learners, and disciplinary problems, arising from heterogeneous 
groupings of youngsters who have m common only one 
thing—the year of thew bwth. Their employment in adult 
life will be determined, not by age, but by ability. Their 
associations and choice of marriage partners will be based 
not on age but on mutual interests. Why discriminate against 
ability in favor of age in their early years when it is a 
false criterion of association in later years, which comprise 
most of their lives? 


compressed 
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Segregation by ability would free the slow learner, in a 
group geared to other slow learners, from the psychological 
hazards of competition with fast learners. It would eliminate 
inferiority complex said to be a cause of crime. It would 
free fast learners, competing with their own kind, from the 
psychological hazards of boredom, universally acknowledged 
to be a prelude to delinquency. Scholastic segregation, in time, 
might even restore the integrity of the once-coveted diploma, 
by abolishing the practice of passing along youngsters who 
do not really “pass” just to get rid of them. Today some 
earn their diploma and some have it thrust upon them to 
make room for newcomers in over-crowded school rooms. 
The effect on intellectual incentive is devastating. 

In our present heterogeneous segregation by age, a teacher 
must be all things to all children. He, or she, must coddle 
the stupid, coach the brilliant, correct the unruly, and mollify 
the parents of the whole kit and kaboodle. 

Under segregation by ability, teachers who now spend a 
disproportionate amount of their limited time and strength 
on slow learners, “because they are sorry for them” could 
concentrate on being academic philanthropists and welcome 
to it. Teachers who are highly specialized could concentrate 
on the fast learners, the brilliant students, who have been 
pushed around under the false and cruel assumption that a 
gifted child needs no attention. Left to his own devices, 
ignored, bored, envied at school and misunderstood at home, 
the brilliant and perceptive student often takes the line of 
least resistance and directs his creative energies into evil 
channels or tests his resourcefulness in criminal activities. 

The supreme irony is that the brilliant students now hold 
the fate of our nation in their hands. In keeping with our 
social revolution, we have catered to the non-productive, 
non-creative ‘under-dog’ for thirty years. Our so-called ‘hu- 
manitarian’ preoccupation with the so-called ‘common’ man 
has resulted in the glorification of the common denominator 
and the lowest common denominator at that. Now, if we 
are to continue even to exist, we are called upon to produce 
uncommon men by the thousands. We are racing against 
time, and scholastic segregation is but the first step in the 
direction of scientific survival. Rest assured that the senti- 
mentalists will shriek “intellectual snobbery” but from now 
on we follow the welfare pack at our peril. 

Grave concern is voiced, perhaps too late, that few young 
Americans have equipped themselves for the major professions 
demanded by the atomic age—mathematician, physicist, 
chemist, engineer. They chose snap courses instead. Why 
not? We have made things easy for children all the way in 
keeping with welfare concepts of child development. 


Now Russia is outstripping us in the quality and quantity 
of young scientists she is turning out and in the development 
of the ground-to-ground intercontinental guided missile, which 
will make push button war a reality and seal the everlasting 
doom of the defeated. 

You all recall the recent resignation of Mr. Trevor Gardner, 
Air Force Research Chief, in protest against economies in 
the production of this ICBM. He declared it to be imperative 
for peace that we achieve it first, and advocated a crash 
program, twenty-four hours a day, seven days a week. When 
asked the cost, over a two or three year period, he estimated 
twenty billion dollars, the exact extimate of our annual bill 
for crime. Take your choice. A crash program for peace or a 
crash program for coddling criminals? The choice must be 
made for we are rapidly approaching our maximum tax 
tolerance. Remember that what the State gives away it first 
must take away. And what the State gives for psychiatric 
probing into the dark and ugly recesses of the criminal mind, 
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it first must take away from the educational development of 
normal minds and from our program for defense. 

In this emergency, our Secretary of Defense sends out 
one SOS after the other. And who answers our calls of 
distress?—industry, not the schools. 

David Sarnoff proposes that industrial corporations supply 
mathematicians and scientists from their own staffs for a 
year, on full salary, to teach in the public schools. I can’t 
wait. When these technicians-turned-teacher move on our 
classrooms will they find our curricula directed towards a 
child’s mental development or towards the “whole” child— 
all but his mental deevlopment. 

Will the technician be free to teach? Or will he be bogged 
down in bookkeeping, bank savings, Red Cross funds, school 
rings, school pins, ticket sales, membership drives, and the 
ubiquitous PTA. Will he even be safe? What happens when 
a pupil defies him, or tells him to go to hell, or threatens 
him with reprisal, or just knifes him in the back? He will 
be well paid, though regular teachers are cruelly underpaid. 
But not all the money in the world can pay for indignities 
against his person or defiance of his authority. 

What has all this to do with crime? Everything. It has 
to do with discipline—the intellectual discipline from which 
disciplined behavior is inseparable. The intellectual discipline 
of an educational system geared to a child's mental age ts the 
key to delinquency and to all behavior under stress. 

One of our top Army psychiatrists, Major William E. 
Mayer, states unequivocally that the reason one third of our 
Gls caved in under captivity in Korea, was lack of discipline 

. not externally imposed rules but self-discipline. And 
Mayer adds “the American educational system is failing 
miserably”, in the development of an internalized system of 
discipline. (U. S. News & World Report) 

Thus, disciplime is not only the key to delinquency but 
to survival. And the source of discipline is the very core of 
the conflict between the communist world and the free 
world. Under communism, discipline is imposed from with- 
out. Under freedom, discipline is imposed from within. 
Discipline is the basis of organized society, and if it does not 
come from within, it must eventually be imposed from 
without—or anarchy results. 

In addition to the discipline that would be enormously 
improved under scholastic segregation, the next two “I” 
bombs are work. Discipline and work are the twin keys to 
delinquency and our only hope of licking it. 1 PROPOSE THE 
DOUBLE-DECKER “I” BOMB! IMMEDIATE ABOLITION 
OP UNIVERSAL COMPULSORY EDUCATION AND RE- 
PEAL OF CHILD LABOR LAWS AT THE SECONDARY 
SCHOOL LEVEL IN OUR NATIONAL EMERGENCY. 

Like prohibition, they were a “noble experiment” but they 
have outlived their usefulness. Both served a worthy purpose 
when children were commonly exploited by parents and 
employers alike. All that is changed now. Yet our irrational! 
attachment to these outmoded practices continues. The 
slightest relaxation of either, so that a child of high school 
rank could work if he wanted to, would bring out the welfare 
pack in full cry. They would predict dire consequences, 
ranging from a nation of illiterates to resumption of sweat 
shops and other unrealistic nonsense. 

A newer and nobler experiment would be to let the kids 
work, not the mothers, and watch the rate of youthful crime 
go down down down. 

Most youngsters wouldn't miss high school if they could. 
But thousands, possibly millions, are in school only because 
the law requires their attendance. They want to go to work 
and many of these are our problem cases. They are not bad— 





min 
mig} 
cont 
But 

prof 


econ 
OUR 


com: 
com: 
the 

from 





f 


TC wy = FF “Ss 


HERBERT HOOVER 


at first. They are just bored. They would be content and 
productive, holding down a job—if the law would let them. 

But sitting in a school room, or playing on a school ground, 
hour after hour, day after day, year after year, seems intermin- 
able and irrelevant and finally becomes intolerable. Restless. 
inquisitive, ambitious, large for their age, they begin their 
career of crime with truancy. Time on their hands leads to 
the probation officer on their heels. And so—from bad to 
worse. 

Explosion of these three Ideological Bombs—SCHOLASTIC 
SEGREGATION, AT BOTH PRIMARY AND SECOND- 
ARY LEVELS, ABOLITION OF UNIVERSAL COMPUL- 
SORY EDUCATION AND REPEAL OF CHILD LABOR 
LAWS, AT THE SECONDARY LEVEL, WOULD RELEASE 
HUMAN ENERGY—the most powerful energy on earth. 

It would free the restless and reluctant student from formal 
education which is detestable to him and which often forces 
him into truancy, “the bridge to crime”. It would free the 
harassed and over-burdened teacher from unwelcome and 
unwilling pupils, who present disciplinary problems almost 
insurmountable in over-crowded school rooms, and who 
often lead marginal students along the route to evil. 

So—WHY NOT GIVE THESE “I” BOMBS A BREAK 
AS AN EXPERIMENTAL CURE OF DELINQUENCY? 
Why not segregate by ability to establish that intellectual 
discipline which is the indispensable ingredient of disciplined 
behavior? Why not let a boy of high school rank work, if 
he wants to? 

We have tried all else in vain. Under present treatment, 
cities and counties take more and more of our tax dollar 
for the mounting cost of crime. Communists and criminals 
compete for our earnings. And, because of them, we have 
already lost our economic freedom—the freedom to decide 
for ourselves what we shall spend and what we shal! retain. 
Today we live on left-overs and we are rapidly approaching 
the end of our tax rope. 

The time has come to make a choice, to stand up and 
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be counted, to take sides, publicly, for or against crime 
The time has come to put away soft semantic substitutes for 
crime, such as the meliorative word “Delinquency” and to 
call a boy who does an evil thing by his evil name, a 
Criminal. The time has come to answer the question— 
“WHOSE WELFARE IS AT STAKE IN THIS HISTORIC 
MOMENT—THE WELFARE OF THE LAWLESS OR THE 
WELFARE OF THE LAW-ABIDING? THE WELFARE OF 
THE RUTHLESS INDIVIDUAL OR THE WELFARE OF 
THE GOOD SOCIETY, AT WHOSE GATES A THREAT- 
ENING ENEMY NOW STANDS? 

I have sounded the alarm. You must make the choice. 

Will you take juvenile delinquency seriously enough soon 
enough? And that means NOW. Or must you learn the hard 
way? Must you wait till my words are translated into your 
experiences? Must you wait till your little thirteen year old 
girl is pregnant from a brutal rape, your aged Father kicked 
to death, your home a ruined heap of blackened ashes? In 
1956, one out of every seventeen homes will be victimized 
by criminals, old or young. That one may be yours 

The hard core of Judaic-Christianity, the basis of our 
civilization, is resistance to Evil. When we no longer resist 
Evil, because we might ‘hurt the feelings’ of one whose own 
acts have forfeited all claim to our consideration, we tacitly 
accept Evil. We have tacitly accepted the evil of delinquency 
We have incorporated it into our civilization as a matter 
of course and killed the Fatted Calf in its honor, time and 
time again. 

The semanticists and the sentimentalists have pulled out 
all the stops. Tricked by words, we weep over criminals 
while their victims lie unmourned but bloodied. We have 
compromised with Evil and pampered Evil-doers, and th 
fearful prophecy of Woodrow Wilson has come true 

“It will be a sad day for Society, when sentimentalists are 
encouraged to suggest all the measures that shall be taken 
for the benefit of the race.” 


World Experience with the Karl Marx 
Way of Life 


THE NEW MARXIAN CULTS 
By HERBERT HOOVER, Former President of the United States 


Delivered before the Inter-American Bar Association, Dallas, Texas, April 16, 1956 


AM NATURALLY AWED before a convention so 
representative of the legal profession from the whole 
Western Hemisphere. 

I am not, however, going to attempt to improve your legal 
minds. I give you this reassurance, lest you fear that | 
might try reprisals from the brainwashing that I have had 
continuously from your profession for nearly sixty years 
But every lawyer, like every engineer, by the nature of his 
profession is interested in every phase of government, of 
economics and of social life—or he ought to be. 


OurR COMMON PROBLEMS IN THE WESTERN HEMISPHERE 


We in this Hemisphere have had many problems in 
common. For more than a century and a half, we had a 
common struggle to shake off Colonialism. We have had 
the problems of maintaining defense of our Hemisphere 
from reassertion of European or Asiatic domination right 


down to this hour. We have had need to establish our own 
distinctive form of representative government. And it differs 
widely from that of our European forebears. We have had 
to develop new protections to personal freedom on a better 
pattern than those brought from Europe. 

We have had common problems in the development of 
our natural resources to improve the standards of living, and 
the general welfare of all our people. 

We have sought to make this Hemisphere a refuge for 
the oppressed of all mankind. These problems have haunted 
us since we began our independence. We have learned muct 
from each other's successes and failures. 


ENTER KARL MARX 
But a new problem has come across the Atlantic to plague 
us during the past 50 years. That was the invasion of Kar! 
Marx Socialism. While I do not credit him with the origina! 
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discovery of this philosophic virus, yet he can be credited 
as its chief carrier. And today its blight takes many shapes 
ind forms over the world. 


COMMUNISM 

I do not need to take your time with a discussion of the 
theory and practice of the Communist variety of Socialism. 
Today it is rotting the souls of two-fifths of mankind. The 
threat to free men of Red Colonialism, with a supply of 
fission bombs, needs no emphasis from me. The unity of 
free nations is the only certain defense. 

But the Red citadel in Moscow is right now carrying on 
aggression against the Western Hemisphere by conspiracies 
among our fuzzy-minded to overthrow our government. They 
comprise a cult of disloyalty. Almost daiiy do we need pluck 
out these disgusting things which have crawled into our 
governments. 

For the last year the Kremlin has been exuding peace 
and good will toward all men. But I have not observed that 
they have called off these conspiracies and corruptions. In 
the last month the men in the Kremlin have turned Stalin's 
face violently to the wall. Their next step to righteousness 
would be to give us the mames and addresses of all his 
collaborators in the Western Hemisphere. 

However, without such a gracious act we can take care 
of this particular manifestation of Karl Marx—although it 
is a good deal of a nuisance. 

The picture of Karl Marx still appears everywhere in 
Russia in the place of the old religious icons. Possibly the 
Russians have not read Karl Marx's writings very attentively. 
In letters to his friend Engels in January 1869, Marx said: 
“I do not trust any Russian.” Also, he said: “As soon as a 
Russian worms his way in all hell breaks loose.” Possibly in 
time they will discover that they invented Socialism prior to 
Marx and turn his picture to the wall also. 


THE LEGALISTIC SOCIALISTS 

But it is on the other forms of Socialism that I propose 
to speak briefly on this occasion. The advocates of these 
other forms proclaim that their difference from the Com- 
munists is that they would attain their ends by making use 
of the legal processes of our free institutions. 

Recently a meeting was held in Europe of representatives 
of legalistic Socialists from different nations. They said that 
they did not like the Communists. Also they kept Karl Marx’s 
picture on the wall. After all, they maintain his philosophy— 
only they would tread softly. However, every convention has 
a right to its own Utopia. 

Over recent years the words Socialism and Socialist have 
become unpopular words in most of our Western Hemisphere. 
Many of our political parties under the name Socialist have 
declined or have been abandoned. They no longer have the 
courage to proclaim their principles as does the Socialist 
Labor Party in England. That Party frankly declares that its 
purpose is “Government ownership and operation of all of 
the agencies of production, distribution and exchange.” 


OuR New MARXIAN CULTS 

Instead of frank advocates, our Socialists have developed 
new and disguised cults in many of our Western Hemisphere 
countries. These new cults prowl around under many fronts. 
They are like hermit crabs. They crawl into our long-accepted 
phrases and proclaim their sole ownership of human progress. 
They claim to be “liberals” and “progressives,” they vocifer- 
ously advocate real “democracy” and “public welfare.” They 
have a fondness for the threatening word “Action” in the 
titles of their political organizations. 

Our Western Hemisphere nations have stood for the 
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true, and a far more wholesome, definition of such terms 
and principles, for a century before these hermit crabs were 
born. And this hermit crab habit is not confined to words 
and phrases. They crawl into some of our many associations 
of citizens advancing some cause. Their leadership embraces 
the Socialist-minded and those who would flirt with Kar! 
Marx. But they include many persons who are genuinely 
seeking a better world. I do not believe that one in fifty 
of the members of their captive groups detects the disguise 
of Karl Marx. 

However, some of these cults and fronts are less subtle 
in their phrases. They advocate “managed economy,” “na- 
tionalization” of a particular industry, and “public electric 
power.” 

I could give them another phrase for use by their culr-— 
that is “Statism.” But the Socialist-minded shy away from 
such a disclosure of the Karl Marx parentage. 


Our WESTERN HEMISPHERE’S ECONOMIC 
AND SOCIAL PHILOSOPHY 

I suggest to you that we in the Western Hemisphere have 
developed an economic and social philosophy of our own 
far different from our Old World inheritances. It has brought 
fabulous blessings to this Hemisphere. And for that matter, 
it is far different from the philosophies against which Karl 
Marx developed his virus. 

I submit to you that our system may be defined as “private 
enterprise regulated to prevent monopoly and unfair com- 
petition.” 

Free men can no more permit private economic power 
without checks and balances than governmental power without 
checks and balances. 

And to my definition I would add that “the State must 
undertake business enterprises in great national emergency 
or because the size of the undertaking is beyond the abilities 
of its citizens.” 

And I submit to you that this philosophy of economic 
freedom is an indivisible part of all freedoms. You cannot 
extend the mastery of government over the daily life of men 
without making it the master of the people’s thoughts and 
souls. 

THEIR DISGUISED INFILTRATION 

Yet the legalistic Socialists with their disguises claim they 
can maintain all freedoms except economic freedom. These 
variegated cults promote creeping Socialism through central- 
izing government and thus weakening the strength of local 
government. They strive to absorb the income of the people 
by unnecessary spending and exorbitant taxes. 

They seek to continue and amplify the government business 
enterprises undertaken in crises or in wars after their emer- 
gency tasks are completed. Most of these continuing govern- 
ment businesses pay no taxes, seldom pay interest on the 
taxpayers’ capital invested in them or pay any return of the 
capital itself. Thus by any definition they are unfair com- 
petition with taxed and regulated enterprise and tend to 
drive it from the field. 

These cults and fronts work to expand every other form 
of bureaucratic empire. They divert well-meaning associations 
into pressure groups seeking for special privilege. 

All of which dulls the initiative and enterprise of the 
people. And it undesmines the safeguards of free men. 


WoRLD EXPERIENCE WITH LEGALISTIC SOCIALISM 
AND ITs NEw CULTS 
The world in our own times has had some experience 
with these legalistic Socialists and where their cults and 
fronts can lead. 
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THE SOCIALIZATION OF ENGLAND 


We have witnessed the great attempt legally to socialize 
England. There it so reduced the productivity of the British 
people as to contribute to years of so-called “austerity.” That 
was simply a polite phrase to cover their constant reduction 
of the standard of living of all the people by compulsion 
from the State. Furthermore, the British Socialists touched 
the Communist ideal when they passed a law compelling 
labor to work at jobs designated by the State. Fortunately 
the British people have revolted from it. But they have 
inherited continuing injuries to their economic and social life. 


THE FRENCH EXPERIMENT 


We witnessed another variety of Karl Marx tainted experi- 
ment in France. Lenin advocated parliamentary coalitions 
of the Communists with the Socialists and the other dupes 
of Karl Marx's disguises. Such was the Front Populaire of 
the Blum regime. Under it the economic and moral life of 
France was so degraded as to contribute to the humiliating 
defeat of France in World War II. France still suffers from 
its aftermaths. 


THE CASE OF THE EIGHT SATELLITE STATES 


But there is another experience in legalistic Socialism or 
its cults and fronts in the world of even greater tragic 
consequence. 

The peoples of Estonia, Latvia, Lithuania, Poland, Rou- 
mania, Hungary, Yugoslavia and Czechoslovakia have descend- 
ed from free men into the abyss of Communism. There were 
many steps in common among them during the years of their 
descent into slavery. And the impulse which the legalistic 
Socialists or their fronts gave to their downfall has been 
too little observed. 

I have had occasion to deal intimately with the peoples 
in many of these one-time eight nations at intervals over 
more than forty years. 

The first time was prior to the First World War. | 
practiced my profession among many of them when they 
were subject to the old empires of Russia, Austria and 
Germany. 

The second time was a few years later in 1918 and 1919. 
Immediately after the First World War, these States had 
established their independence from the old Empires, with 
Constitutional guarantees of personal liberty and representa- 
tive government. My duty was to relieve a great famine 
and aid in their reconstruction on behalf of the Allied Gov- 
ernments. 

The third time was 19 years later when in 1938 I visited 
most of them to study why so many of them had gone 
Fascist. 

The fourth time was 8 years later, in 1946, when all but 
one of these eight states had gone Communist and that one 
was on the way. That contact with most of them was on 
a mission on behalf of the United States Government to 


relieve the great post-war famine. 


THE First STAGE OF THEIR DESCENT TOWARD THE ABYSS 

We may first examine the forces in motion in their descent 
to Fascism. There was a pattern roughly common to all of 
these nations, except one, in their descent from freedom into 
the Fascist furnace of human rights. It was not always parallel 
in timing or in sequent steps. 

All these nations made progress in every avenue of life 
during their early years of freedom after the First World 
War. But at once the Socialists and their various cults and 
fronts and the Communists organized fractional political 
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parties with representation in their parliaments. The Socialists 
professed dislike for the Communists, but they joined them 
in advocating nationalization of industry and one of their 
joint slogans was “managed economy.” Pressure groups of 
farmers, of labor, of business grew apace, each seeking Parlia- 
mentary representation. With these fractional political parties 
came the next phase. That was impotent parliamentary 
coalition governments. 

The net result of this stage was to create hesitation, 
uncertainty and fear in every avenue of free enterprise. It 
made impotent the individual judgment of men. These poisons 
weakened the initiative, the vitality and the productivity of 
their people. Unemployment became chronic. More and more 
Statism was injected as its remedy. Coalition governments 
could agree only on more spending in frantic efforts to care 
for the unemployed. Debts, taxes and inflation grew apace. 


SEVEN OF THE EIGHT NATIONS GO FASCIST 
With all these confusions the people themselves, except 
in Czechoslovakia, welcomed a strong or mild Fascist man- 
on-horseback with his beatific promises. The Fascists bitterly 
denounced the Communists but they embraced much from 
Karl Marx in their programs. And private enterprise was 
still further eroded away by regimentation. 


THE EIGHT NATIONS GO COMMUNIST 

Just before the Second World War, Stalin took the three 
Baltic States with their mild Fascist governments into his 
Communist bosom by violence. In the latter stages of the 
war, as Stalin’s armies moved westward following the defected 
Germans, he set up provisional governments in four more 
of these nations. He agreed with the Western Allies that 
their ministries should include representation of all th 
democratic “elements” in addition to the Communists. but 
when it all washed out, the only so-called “democratic ele 
ments” in these ministries were picked selections from 
legalistic Socialists. And even these have been expelled o1 
executed. 

The last of these nations to go under was Czechoslovakia 
It had followed all the patterns except full Fascism. It 
finally fell by a coalition of the extreme Socialists and Com 
munists which seized the Ministry and the democratic 
“elements” escaped or were assassinated or imprisoned 

One cannot say that the legalistic Socialists or their cults 
and fronts were wholly responsible for the descent of these 
eight nations into the Communist pit. 

But one thing is certain—and that is that from the 
beginning of their independence, the Socialists and their 
cults joined with the Communists to sabotage free men 
Certainly the Socialists helped to build the boarding ladders 
by which the Communist pirates took over the Ship of State 
And perhaps the ghost of the Atlantic Charter, by which 
those nations were assured freedom, now listens to the clank 
of their chains. 


OUR WESTERN HEMISPHERE EXPERIENCE 
I believe that if looked at broadly there is a proof of 
these conclusions within the Western Hemisphere itself 
I think you will find it is a fairly general rule that those of 
our countries which have the highest standard of living and 
freedom have today shed the most Statism. Each of you 
can name these States for yourself. 


THE Net OF OUR WORLD EXPERIENCE 
Thus, there are some conclusions that we might learn 


from these years of world experience with the Karl Marx 
virus-infected civilization. 
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Despite many setbacks and all the disguises of Karl Marx, 
we in this Hemisphere have in the main sustained the 
dynamic incentives and creative energies of regulated eco- 
nomic life. We have thereby made it a better place for the 
masses of our people to live than anywhere else in the world. 

Certainly the exhibits of Karl Marx elsewhere would not 
indicate that his philosophy has anywhere produced a Utopia. 


WHAT OF RELIGIOUS FAITH? 


There is far more to all this than just economics. Some 
people seem to forget that the primary dogma of Karl Marx 
was atheism and substitution of economic materialism for 
religious faith. It denies the existence of God. It defiles the 
ideals and spirit of men. 

For six thousand years, since the beginning of recorded 
time, every civilized race has believed in a Supreme Being. 
They have realized that the laws which control the orderly 
movement of the stars were not economic materialism. 

Religious faith is deeply imbedded in our Western 
Hemisphere civilization. The Sermon on the Mount estab- 
lished the transcendent concept of compassion and good will 
mong men. From those principles have come our moral 
foundations, our obligations as our brothers’ keepers, and 
our respect for the dignity of man. 
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I would not have you think that I believe our civilization 
is perfect, or that we do not have a multitude of problems 
if we would improve the life and invigorate the spirit of 
our peoples. But these problems can be solved only by free 
men. And I prefer to go forward with the philosophy of 
Christ to that of Karl Marx. 


THE FUTURE OF OUR HEMISPHERE 


And there are mighty hopes before us. 

The last dozen years have seen advances in science, in- 
vention and technology which amount almost to revolution 
in our life and world relations. 

If we maintain free minds, free spirits, and direct our 
steps aright, still other new horizons and new frontiers will 
open to us. New scientific discoveries, new inventions and 
new applications of old knowledge will come to us daily. 


These new frontiers give us other blessings. Not only 
have they taken great burdens from the backs of men and 
expanded the standards of living of all our people. They 
have opened new opportunities and new areas of adventure 
and enterprise. They open new vistas of beauty. They also 
unfold the wonders of the atom and the heavens. Daily they 
prove the reality of an all-wise Supreme Giver of Law. 


Argentina Takes The Long Road Back 


LET US BE GOOD PARTNERS 


By JOSHUA B. POWERS, Dyrector, Inter-American Press Association; New York Representatwe of La Prensa, 
Buenos Awes, Argentima 


Deliwered at a luncheon conducted by International Advertising Association at the Annual Meeting of the Export Managers 
Club, New York City, March 27, 1956 


those who believe in the traditional American way of 

life. Perém was more than a dictator. He was the leader 
of a Nazi-Fascist-Communist conspiracy to destroy the Ameri- 
can system. 

His spiritual godfather was Mussolini. His plan was laid 
before 1943 in collaboration with political and economic 
representatives of Hitler, who helped him finance his original 
organization. His strategy was to work with all those elements 
in the American Hemisphere that desired to weaken the 
United States. His objective was to assume leadership in 
South America co-incidentally with Hitler's assumption of 
leadership in Europe. 

Somewhere around 1948 the Communists entered into his 
counsels in a big way. Communist planners, some of whom 
had formerly been in the Cardenas-Toledano brain trust in 
Mexico were taken into the intimate circle around him. 
They tried to work out a collective farm system and failed. 
They helped create “justicialism” and the “third position”. 
In collaboration with Moscow they established funds for 
international propaganda. 

They preached give, give, give to the poor. They practiced 
take, take, take from the middle classes, using inflation as 
a tool in both cases. This strategy was not promoted in 
Argentina alone but in all American countries. 

Arevalo left Argentina and went to Guatemala. Paz Es- 
renssoro left Argentina and went to Bolivia. Perén himself 
went to Chile where he was shocked by opposition. Prestes 
took care of things in Brazil. The old team is still at work 
in Mexico 


The OVERTHROW of Peron was a major victory for 





Hitler and Mussolini are gone, but Communism is un- 
defeated. It has not, however, been winning all the battles 
recently in Latin America. It lost one in Guiana, another in 
Guatemala, and an important one in Argentina. Whether 
or not it is decisive there will depend on the statesmanship, 
courage, and determination of the Argentines who drove 
out Perdén, and the good will of all of us. 

The government established by the revolution is now six 
months old. Its announced purposes, its acts, and the men 
who compose it inspire confidence. Day by day it seems to 
grow stronger. Since its ideals are the traditional ideals of 
free, democratic America, it deserves the support of all those 
who hold such ideals. 

As La Prensa said in a leading editorial on March 16th: 
“Six months have passed since the fall of the dictator. . . 
We breathe other air, that of liberty, and while there still 
is much cleaning, correction, and restoration to be done, we 
must understand that half a year is very little time to repair 
the destruction of twelve years. The damage suffered by the 
Argentine Nation has been immense, morally and materially.” 

During eighty years while Argentina lived under a govern- 
ment very like ours, and while it enjoyed freedom of con- 
science, speech, and trade, it prospered amazingly. It was a 
great market for the best of everything and it was attractive 
and safe for investments. Today its leaders are trying to 
re-establish the free way of life. They deserve to have Ameri- 
cans of the North meet them more than half way. 

Who are the people in the Argentine Government? What 
are they trying to do? What have they done? What are their 
greatest needs? In what way can we cooperate? 
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These are questions that deserve answers. You will notice 
that I do not ask the question frequently heard: Is Perdén 
coming back? 

There is no evidence to show that Perén can or will 
come back. Morally, he is a bankrupt. He ran out on his 
associates and left them to pay his debts to his nation. His 
generals are no longer in command of troops. His labor 
leaders are removed from the unions which they dominated 
but never represented. Only remnants of his strong arm squad 
survived the assault by tanks on their headquarters. There 
have been numerous cases of sabotage reported in the free 
press, but while they disturb tranquillity, they do not seem 
to threaten order. 

Apparently Peron can be of use from now on only to the 
Communists. If he visits Italy, France, Switzerland, and 
Germany as a tourist, as recently suggested, one wonders if 
he may not step across the line into the Soviet empire. 

The present Argentine Government is a revolutionary 
government based on force, governing by decree. It is 
provisional. The President is from the army, the Vice- 
President from the navy. In the cabinet are both military 
leaders and civilians. All its members are pledged to restore 
free constitutional government and to form no part of that 
government themselves. 

On February 18th last, President Aramburu made a speech 
before a great crowd in Mar del Plata in which he clearly 
stated the principles being followed. 

In foreign affairs, he said that Argentina 

a) takes a firm democratic position; 

b) will be faithful to its international obligations; 

c) will stand beside all those nations supporting liberty, 
democracy, and the rule of law; 

d) ratifies its traditional principle that foreigners who 
choose to throw in their lot with Argentina shall enjoy 
the same civil rights as native citizens; and 

e) will work for the universal application of human rights 
as proclaimed by the United Nations. 

In internal affairs he said that Argentina will 

a) re-establish social and political harmony; 

b) remove everything representative of totalitarian rule; 

c) restore republican austerity; 

d) restore the independence and dignity of the courts; 

e) respect religious conscience; 

f) respect the right of labor to organize democratically; 

g) dignify public administration; 

h) return to the principles of a healthy economy; 

i) respect and guarantee private property; and 

j) purify the electoral machinery. 

On March 16th, the sixth monthly anniversary of the 
revolution, he stated, “This nation is well on the road to the 
restoration of democratic life.” When asked when we could 
expect elections, he replied that the Minister of the Interior 
had said that it would take about two years to revise and 
prepare the electoral rolls. He added, “If we can do it in 
less time, we will.” 

It is a fact that the nation is well along the road to political 
health, but isn’t it a fact also that military leaders are usually 
inclined to become impatient when things do not go to suit 
them? Isn't that what happened in Colombia under Rojas 
Pinilla, who took power to the tune of general rejoicing? 
What justifies us in believing that things will be different 
in Argentina? 

There are two outstanding facts about the Argentine 
Government that distinguish it from other governments 
established in Latin America following popular or military 
uprisings. The first is that in this government there is no 
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great leader, no national hero. General Aramburu and Admiral 
Rojas represent the major military strength in the govern- 
ment, but they would be the last ones to think of themselves 
either as national heroes or great men. Their acts and thei: 
words have established their personal modesty, even humility, 
in the face of the great duties they have been led to assume 
It well may be that they may become national heroes or 
classed as great men and that others on the political scene 
also may achieve that stature. It will, however, be from 
deeds they will accomplish for the national good from now 
on out and not from acts preceding what was truly a national 
uprising of the people. 

The second distinguishing characteristic of this government 
is a political innovation called the Junta Consultiva—the 
Consultative Council. This is something new in government. 
It deserves careful observation and appraisal. 

The Council is a group of twenty civilian political leaders 
organized as a permanent body that meets regularly to study, 
debate, and report on great problems placed before it by 


the government. Outside of government they are leaders in 


all the political parties or tendencies traditional in Argentina 
Representatives of the Communist and Peronista parties 
are excluded since the present is a revolutionary government 
formed to eliminate Perén and his supporters from govern 
ment. There are four Socialists, four Radicals, four Nationa! 
Democrats, four Progressive Democrats, two Christian Demo- 
crats and two unaffiliated Catholics. 

The members serve without pay. They do not even get 
lunch money or transportation. Their meetings usually begin 
in the late afternoon and often last until late at night. Their 
deliberations are private, their conclusions confidential until 
officially released, and a printed verbatim record is kept. The 
Junta has no legislative, executive, or judicial powers. 

The Junta was created by a governmental decree with the 
approval of General Eduardo Lonardi, the provisional presi 
dent. It was officially inaugurated on November 10, 1955 in 
a formal meeting presided over by Rear Admiral Isaac Rojas, 
the Vice-President. Admiral Rojas cailed for the return of 
the country “to the kind of democratic-republican regime 
suited to its traditions in which no man and no social sector 
may tyrannize over the rest.” 

“The nature and origin of this government, as has been 
made known,” said the Vice-President, “oblige it to maintain 
strict accord with public opinion in the country.” 

“The National Consultative Council which we establish 
today gives us the means to keep close contact with qualified 
opinion of the different political sectors of the Republic that 
by their history and their platforms prepared the climate of 
resistance to the dictator, with a democratic-republican spirit, 
or that were created recently by men who from different 
social levels and with ideals of the same kind fought against 
tyranny.” 

The idea that the revolutionary government should hav 
the advice and counsel of political leaders representing al! 
the democratic parties had been put forward before the 
September revolution. When the first revolutionary attempt 
was made on June 16, 1955, the leaders had agreed to form 
a governing Junta in which the leading men of the democratic 
parties would have active ministerial participation. But when 
this uprising failed, its leaders were put under arrest and 
could not take part in the organization of the second move 
ment. This resulted in a change because the leaders of the 
second movement preferred that the political leaders should 
confine themselves in the provisional government to an 
advisory role. 

General Lonardi personally promoted the formation of the 
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Junta. Three days later the Junta forced him out of the 
government. Nothing could better show the strength and 
independence of this group. General Lonardi was popular, 
generally respected, and the accepted leader of the revolution, 
but the Junta believed that some of his associates were moving 
him towards a Franco style government of force and away 
from the traditional American system. They insisted that he 
should go. That he did go and that he refrained from under- 
taking leadership of the opposition proved not only his 
patriotism but also the will of the people to regain their 
ireedom. 

Two months later the Junta again showed its strength 
when it invited the people to meet before the halls of 
Congress to listen to their leaders and show their determina- 
tion to support democratic ideas. The meeting was called 
for January llth. There was no propaganda and no organiza- 
tion to bring out the voters, yet beginning at three o'clock 
on one of the hottest afternoons in summer they began to 
gather. Ihe crowd continued to grow until by six o clock 
there were present an estimated 800,000, the largest crowd 
ever to assemble in the history of Argentina. They listened 
quietly to the leaders of the different parties expressing one 
thought in common: a determination to restore to the nation 
institutions that would allow them once again to respect 
themselves as free men and join in singing their national 
anthem with its emphasis on Libertad, Libertad, Libertad. 

After that meeting no one any longer doubted that these 
leaders of differing political tendencies could work together. 
Opposed in politics, they nevertheless sat day by day dis- 
cussing nationa: problems and by a sort of Quakerish self- 
restraint arriving at umanimous of neaf-unanimous con- 
Chusions. 

The growing spirit of political harmony received its most 
welcome addition on March 10th when the National Com- 
mittee of the Radical Party met to elect its leaders and approve 
its national platform. In the platform the party declared its 
support for the program of “democratic reconstruction” of 
the government and offered its cooperation. It said that 11 
would : like to see the government stabilized and for this 
reason would not press any divergent political ideas. It said 
that if the party should ever be called to power, it would 
appeal co all Argentines for support and would make use of 
collaborators of like mind whether or not they were members 
of the party. The meeting re-elected Dr. Arturo Frondizi 
as President of the party. In thanking the delegates, Dr. 
Frondizi accepted the platform, called for support for the 
program of the provisional government, and was unexpectedly 
conciliatory. 

Two great and immediate problems confronted the new 
leaders when they accepted power: the questions of what 
constitution prevailed and how to restore a sound economy. 
The first was placed before the Junta for debate. As to 
the second, Dr. Raul Prebisch was called on to study and 
report after which the report was placed before the Junta 
for recommendations. A majority of opinion in the Junta 
favored a return to the Constitution of 1853, which gave 
much the same guarantees to the citizens as are enjoyed 
under our own fundamental document. 

While there has been no formal decree so far cancelling 
Perén’s Constitution and reverting to the Constitution of 1853, 
public opinion has been allowed to express itself on this 
point, and one or two court decisions have been made based 
on the earlier Constitution. Other events have pointed in 
the same direction, as, for instance, when officials followed 
the procedure set up under the Constitution of 1853 in 
taking their oaths. At least one member of the faculty in 
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the Law School of the University refused to give examinations 
based on the Perén Constitution and was upheld. 

On October 7, 1955 Dr. Prebisch made a verbal report 
in which he stated his preliminary findings concerning the 
economic condition of the country and gave a general outline 
of his recommendations. Receiving general approval of these 
straightforward but disturbing recommendations, he proceeded 
to write a formal report which was presented on October 24th. 
This report opened with the statement that “Argentina is 
experiencing a crisis of unparalleled gravity affecting her 
economic development.” He pointed out that production 
had slowed down, that the foreign exchange position was 
precarious, and that the country was in the grip of inflation. 
He said that the gross national income on an adjusted value 
basis had increased from forty-four thousand million pesos 
in 1943 to sixty-eight thousand million pesos in 1955, but 
that the increase im income per inhabitant had during those 
years mot maintained the same relationship but had only 
been from 3,000 to 3,500 pesos and that this income per 
inhabitant had actually reached its peak in 1948 after which 
time it declined. He showed that from a brilliant pius 
position in 1943 the country had been brought to a minus 
position in the balance of payments. 

He discussed the factors leading to the exchange crisis 
and pointed out that this was due largely to a mistaken 
industrial development policy: failure to produce sufficient 
petroleum or even to keep up production so as to supply the 
same percentage of use; growing insufficiency in the produc- 
tion of electric power; decapitalization of the transport system; 
and deficient utilization of the productive resources of the 
nation. 

These matters were discussed in detail and with frankness. 
Dr. Prebisch proceeded then to present a program of action. 
“In the first place,” he said, “strong incentives must be 
provided for farming production, substantially raising prices 
by modifying the artificially over-valued exchange rates.” 
“Moreover,” he added, “the farming community must be 
allowed freely to import the production goods it needs and 
which national industry cannot supply on suitable terms.” 

He called for a free exchange market which could help 
toward the immediate importation of capital goods and spare 
parts. He concluded that im the present state of the country, 
recourse must be had to foreign credit. 

Problems connected with the oil industry and transportation 
were given special consideration, and he developed the thesis 
that foreign loans and capital investment are required. 

The report faces issues squarely and it insists on measures 
of restoration that could not be easy for any government 
quickly to swallow. Nevertheless, he insisted that they must 
be swallowed and quickly. 

The government delivered the report to the Junta Con- 
sultiva which entered into its consideration. Discussion was 
heated and prolonged but laying aside party prejudices, the 
consensus of opinion was expressed in favor of the adoption 
of the report and of carrying out its recommendations. There 
were, of course, some reservations expressed, but the govern- 
ment was encouraged to proceed. 

The measure that Dr. Prebisch recommended as most 
immediate was put into effect even before the report received 
general approval. The government announced a policy giving 
strong incentives to farmers to encourage them to renew 
production along traditional and profitable lines. It was too 
late for most crops but the farmers showed their eagerness 
to return to hard work and production by planting one and 
one-fifth million hectares of sunflower seed, about two and 
one-half times as much as they had planted in the preceding 
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year. This planting is expected to give a harvest of one 
and one-fifth million tons of sunflower seed this year, just 
about five times the tonnage produced last year. It is expected 
that the crushers will press out three hundred thousand tons 
of oil, enough to supply the local demand, with one hundred 
thousand tons extra for export. A year ago Argentina had to 
import oil. 

That Argentina under enlightened government will once 
again become prosperous is shown by this experience with 
sunflower seed. Quite soon there will begin to enter into the 
exchange market a flow of dollars coming from the sale of 
oil. This will be the first clear sign of recovery. 

When the government decided to put into effect measures 
necessary to restore the country’s economy, it received almost 
immediate assistance. Unasked support came from a quarter 
that had been conservative if not pessimistic. The American 
banks resumed normal credit terms with the Central Bank 
of Argentina, which terms had been suspended in 1948 when 
the Central Bank defaulted. This voluntary gesture was greatly 
appreciated both because of the good will it signified and 
because of the practical benefits that immediately resulted. 

The great needs of Argentina today are: 


1) Farm Machimery—Perén took the men from the land 
without giving the farmers a chance to replace 
them with machines. Today, there is only one tractor in 
Argentina for each thousand acres of productive farmland 
which explains why the production of wheat under Perén 
dropped from twelve million tons per year to about one-third 
that amount. The fifty-five thousand tractors, many of them 
worn, now in the country cannot do the work needed. At 
least that many more must be imported within the next 
two years. Great quantities of other farm machinery also 
are needed. 


2) Rehabilitation of the Railroads—Mussolini made the 
railroads run on time. Perén stopped the sail- 
roads from running on time. The new government must put 
them on time, and to do that it will need the collaboration of 
British and American investment. At present the railroads 
cannot carry all the produce to market, especially that from 
the north and the west. About twelve thousand cars and several 
hundreds of locomotives are useless because they need re- 
pairs. Vast amounts of replacements and new equipment also 
are needed. 
3) Petroleum—Road building, the importation of automo- 
biles in large numbers, and many other conventional 
Necessities must wait on the solution of the petroleum prob- 
lem. Obviously, the farmers cannot produce enough to pay 
for everything else and petroleum, too. Unfortunately, a com- 
bination of errors has made the natural solution of the petro- 
leum problem politically impossible, but some progress to- 
wards a solution can, and the government is determined, will 
be made immediately. Mr. George R. Elliot, a technician pro- 
vided by the United Nations, has reported to the government 
that the oil fields in the Province of Salta are really important 
and that Argentina has enough petroleum in prospect to eli- 
minate the present deficit between production and demand 
To produce, refine, and transport the petroleum, however, 
much work must be done. By 1960 or 1961 he thinks that the 
country can be temporarily self-sufficient if the work starts at 
once. There must be constructed immediately pipe lines from 
Salta and Mendoza to the coast as well as gas lines from Salta 
to Buenos Aires. New drilling also must get under way and 
present installations of all kinds must be enlar zed. He stated 
that this would require an investment of two hundred million 
dollars and three thousand million pesos. Last week the gov- 


473 


ernment invited bids from foreign companies for construction 
and financing, encouraged by conversations already held with 
a number of prospective bidders. 


4) Bank Deposits—When Peron took power, Nazi advisors 
projected for him a scheme to give him power over 
all the bank deposits and bank credit in the country such as 
until then no government had dared put into effect except the 
Russian Government. Under the Central Bank 
took possession of all deposits in the private banks and al- 
lowed those banks to continue to function only as its agents 
This meant that the private banks could no longer make loans 
to or accommodate their customers, as previously, and that the 
Central Bank under direction from the President could dispos« 
of bank credit more or less at will. As a result, in 1954, for 
instance, forty percent of all loans were made to the govern 
ment or to buy government paper. The First National Bank of 
Boston was allowed to make loans only up to twenty-seven per- 
cent of its deposits while the First National City Bank was 
only allowed to make loans of up to twenty-five percent of 
its deposits. On the other hand, the Banco Industrial Argen 
tino was allowed to make loans amounting to seventeen hun 
dred and ninety-three percent of its deposits. These were the 
loans that put Peron, Antonio, and their pals in the industria] 
driver's seat. 


this scheme 


Normal business cannot be entirely resumed until their 
deposits are returned to the private banks. The government 
has already taken the first steps to bring this about. It will, 
however, take some time. 


Argentina needs an infinite variety of manufactured goods, 
most of which must be imported. Argentina has about the 
same number of people as New York State and Connecticut 
combined and of very much the same quality and racial in 
heritance, except that Argentina has no colored population. If 
you can imagine what an inexhaustible market New York and 
Connecticut would be if for twelve years they had been con- 
suming their reserves and had been unable to replenish their 
stocks, replace, maintain, or repair their capital goods, you 
can form some picture of Argentina today. 

America, the world, in fact, needs a healthy, productive Ar 
gentina. If we are assured that it is on the road to recovery, 
the credit, loans, and investment called for will be readily 
supplied. In an article last week, Barron's said: “Help from 
abroad depends largely upon how far the Argentine authori 
ties are willing to go to put their house in order.” What I 
have said today justifies the belief that the authorities are re 
solved to put their house in order. The writer in Barron's is 
not sure of this, but in my opinion the reasons he gives will 
not stand up under examination. 

Dr. Prebisch says that the road back will be long and rough 
We must accept this as true, and we feel better in knowing 
that the authorities have admitted it to be true but neverthe 
less have set out upon it. And yet, it may not be too rough and 
it certainly is not endless. At any rate, another Argentine eco 
nomist, Dr. Federico Pinedo, is not so pessisimistic. In two 
long articles published last month, Dr. Pinedo presents his own 
study. Many of his conclusions coincide with those of Dr 
Prebisch, but he predicts that the rate of recovery will be much 
faster. His reasoning cannot be examined here for lack of 
time, but it is worth study 
in Argentina and it 
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1 said, We Americans of all the Americas cannot escape from 
special circumstances that bind us together. Economic reali- 
ties and self-defense require that we be partners, if we are 
to live full and satisfactory lives To be good partners, 


“if-respect and respect and trust for the partner are required. 


A good partner policy in place of a good neighbor policy was 
irst suggested by me in a meeting called by Christian Herter 
in Washington. The good partner policy is a two-way policy. 
Several years ago the Eisenhower administration announced 
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that its policy in Latin America would be the good partner 
policy 

The time has now come really to put it to work. The Ar- 
gentine people are a great people. They have by courage and 
determination faced the machine guns of the dictator and faced 
them and him down. They have chosen to put their country 
once again in the line of the American tradition. 

Let us in the United States get behind them. Let us be good 
partners. 


Union Bosses and Political Action 


THE UNION SHOP PRIVILEGE IS BEING ABUSED 
By GEORGE F. HINKLE, Commissioner of Labor, State of Indiana 
Delivered before the Indiana State Chamber of Commerce, French Lick, Indiana, April 13, 1956 


ENTLEMEN, not only is it a distinct privilege to be 
here this afternoon to address you, but it is also an op- 
portunity for me to express publicly my opinion and 

the opinion of many others as to a growing national political 
problem in this country, a problem which involves a violation 
of the individual rights and freedoms of citizens of these 
United States 

President Eisenhower recently made the following state- 
ment to the first convention of the AFL-CIO: “The rights of 
minorities holding differing social, economic, and political 
views must be scrupulously protected and their views ac- 
curately reflected.” The principle involved is individual rights 
and freedoms, and I emphasize the word “individual.” 

First, I shall briefly touch on the highlights of the American 
labor movement and its participation in politics up to the 
year 1943. After that I shall delve more thoroughly into the 
political action of certain union leaders from 1943 up to this 
| resent date 

From its inception, around 1790 up to 1882, the American 
labor movement was rather closely alined with political parties 
and functioned a great deal as a supplement to political or- 
ganizations. Most of labor's political goals in those days per- 
tained to issues concerning voting rights, shorter working days, 
abolishment of child labor, etc. All of these were problems 
directly concerning labor 

When issues other than those directly affecting labor were 
hampioned by labor, these organizations split up. During this 
span of time, most of the organizations emanating from this 
movement were unsuccessful in maintaining membership and 
influence because of politics Most of them died on the vine. 

In 1882 the American Federation of Labor was born, the 
organization of which was credited to Samuel Gompers, 
Peter McGuire (the founder of Labor Day), Peter Strasser, 
and others 

The AFL was not the first federation of international unions, 
but it was the first to weather wars and depressions, and as you 
well know, it is still with us today 

There are some very good reasons for the ability of the AFL 
to stay alive and to continue to expand up to this present day 

Initially Gompers, McGuire, and the other founders were 
active members of the Socialist Party, but as they built the 
AFL, from 1882 to 1886, they became aware of the incompati- 
bility of the philosophy of socialism with the American 
capitalistic type of government in which they believed. 

When they recognized the fallacies of socialism they dis 
carded it completely and developed the first American business- 
type union philosophy. They believed in a fair days’ work for 


a fair day's pay and also to stay out of organized politics. 

Along with this avoidance of politics, these leaders avoided 
intellectuals who attempted to foist abstract programs on the 
workers and they avoided the left-wing Socialists and other 
radical groups. 

Here is a statement by Gompers from the proceedings of the 
1903 AFL convention: “I want to tell you Socialists that I 
have studied your philosophy, read your works upon econom- 
ics. * * * I] have heard your orators and watched the work of 
your movement the world over. * * * I have kept close watch 
upon your doctrines for 30 years; have been closely associated 
with many of you and know what you think and what you 
propose. * * * I know, too, what you have up your sleeve. 
And I want to say that I am entirely at variance with your 
philosophy. * * * Economically you are unsound, socially you 
are wrong, and industrially you are an impossibility.” 

Gompers was president of the AFL until he died in the 
twenties and it is my opinion that the AFL remained strong 
because of its belief in individual rights, its belief in capitalism, 
and its belief that it was best to stay out of organized politics. 

Financial support is the true test of organized labor's 
strength in political action. 

The CIO was organized in 1935. In 1936 John L. Lewis 
made no bones about the fact that the United Mine Workers 
and the CIO paid cash on the barrelhead for a piece of legisla- 
tion—$500,000 for the right to organize. 

Under Lewis, the CIO formed Labor's Nonpartisan League. 
Lewis as the leader, of course, did not endorse Roosevelt in 
1940, so as a result the left-wing Socialist element had to 
find some other way to bore into one of the two national 
political parties. 

Maybe someone will question my use of the term “left-wing 
Socialist element,” so let us go to 1942 and see if it may be 
applicable 

The CIO-PAC was born in 1943 because of what some labor 
leaders called brazen victories of reactionary forces in the 1942 
elections. 

Now, where do the left-wing Socialists come into the pic- 
ture? The following is from a publication by Joseph Gaer 
entitled “The First Round”: 

“In all its activities PAC followed the simple precept: Do 
nothing illegal; do nothing unethical. Every move PAC made, 
every statement released, every activity initiated, every publica- 
tion issued was approved by legal counsel. PAC was fortunate 
in having the advice of the distinguished CIO general counsel, 
Lee Pressman. It was even more fortunate in its own legal ad- 
viser, John Abt. John Abt gave more than legal advice. He 
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participated in the planning of every one of the PAC’s activi- 
ties. He helped from the start to shape its publication policies 
And he edited with meticulous scrutiny every bit of copy PAC 
prepared for publication. His criticism at times drove some 
of the writers nearly to distraction, but John Abt always re- 
mained calm, willing to reason, but never willing to argue.” 

Today John Abt represents the Communist Daily Worker 
in its present difficulties with the Treasury Department. Press- 
man has admitted being a Communist at one time. Abt has 
used the fifth amendment many times in congressional hear- 
ings. If men such as Pressman and Abt were in such an ad- 
visory Capacity, someone was responsible for their being there 
and the policies they first inaugurate? are still being followed 
by the PAC to this day. I think the term left-wing socialism is 
very mild when applied to men such as Pressman and Abt. 

Now, what about individual rights and freedoms? Today, 
there are millions of union members in this country who are 
being forced to contribute to the campaign funds of political 
candidates, candidates these very same union members are op- 
posed to at the polls. These candidates are the choice of, and 
are many times owned by, unscrupulous labor leaders. This is 
being done through the use of union dues money by labor 
leaders and the individual union members are being forced 
to make political contributions to candidates and parties as a 
condition of employment. 

I say union members are being forced to do this as indi- 
viduals. In this day of the American labor movement, we have 
the union shop throughout most of organized labor. These 
individual union members, as a condition of employment, pay 
dues in order to hold their jobs. In other words, the labor 
leader says that in order for you to work here you have to be a 
member of this union and pay dues, and I don’t care what 
political party or candidate you are in favor of, I am going to 
use your dues money to help elect candidates I want. I know 
what is best for you politically and I do not care what or how 
you believe individually. 

These very same labor leaders will turn around and tell you 
or anybody else that they believe in individual politica! free- 
dom, individual rights, the Bill of Rights, protection of min 
orities against discrimination, etc. They will also state that all 
political campaign donations come from voluntary contribu- 
tions by union members, but when it is proved, as it has been 
time and time again, that union dues money is being used, 
they will admit the fact 

Since Senator BARRY GOLDWATER, of Arizona, and Jokn 
Feikens, of Michigan, have been protesting this outrageous dis 
crimination against a minority in our country, the union 
leaders have become quite confused in answering the charge 
George Meany, president of the AFL-CIO, recently made the 
statement that future political campaign donations would come 
from voluntary contributions and union treasuries. Dues money 
is the sole support of union treasuries. The COPE leaflet claims 
that all political campaign donations come from voluntary 
contributions. Gus Scholle, director of the Michigan CIO-PAC 
says political donations came from, and will come from, volun 
tary contributions and union dues money. Scholle also says that 
the PAC will never support a Republican in Michigan, re- 
gardless of how liberal he 1s 

The recent dismissal by Federal Judge Frank A. Picard of 
a Federal grand jury indictment against the UAW-CIO in 
Michigan is a case one should take note of. In this particular 
case, the union leaders at no time denied the use of dues money 
for political action and were brazen enough to claim that the 
charge against them by the Government was an assault on the 
basic constitutional rights of working people. In dismissing the 


charge, Judge Picard stated that, “The expenditures charged 
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in this indictment are not prohibited by the act,” and he said 
the union was “exercising the right of free speech.” 

Free speech? In other words, the individual union member 
must supply the labor leader with money so that he, the labor 
leader, can speak freely for the political candidate endorsed by 
the labor leader. The right of individual political freedom and 
endorsement is completely ignored by the labor leader and the 
judge. 

Let us see how insidious and outrageous this problem is 
At its start, PAC was faced with the problem of raising fi 
nances for its political activities. It had the grandiose idea 
of soliciting each of its 5 million members for a $1 contribu 
tion per year. They felt that enough would contribute to give 
them a nice fat political war chest along with the use of union- 
dues money. 

At first, the dollar contribution was sufficient, but as the 
country pulled out of the war years and rolled into the 1950's 
the politically inspired labor leaders found that they would 
have to try something else as a fund-raising gimmick. The 
rank-and-file worker was beginning to realize that the money 
he was contributing to PAC was being used in a great many 
instances to help promote and elect candidates that he as an in 
dividual was opposed to. The rank-and-file worker began to 
quit contributing to the PAC. The PAC was slipping 

There was only one thing the labor leaders could do. Go 
to the union treasuries and really dig in. That they did 

In 1951, at the UVAW-CIO convention, Walter Reuther's ad 
ministration managed to pass a dues increase which incor 
porated a so-called citizenship fund. A great many flowery 
words were used by this eloquent UAW-CIO president to ex 
plain the intended use of this citizenship fund, but Reuther 
when questioned from the floor, had to admit that it was his 
intent that it be used for political action 

This citizenship fund is maintained in the following man 
ner. Out of each individual member's monthly dues, 5 cents 
goes into the local union citizenship fund and 5 goes into the 
international citizenship fund. This is a case where it is actually 
spelled out in a union constitution and bylaws that dues money 
will be used for political action; 1,250,000 nickels is a lot of 
nickels to have coming in each month to an international union 
for political action 

University surveys have revealed that more than 40 per 
cent of the union members of this country voted for a Repub 
lican President in 1952. The union dues of most of this 40 
percent were being used to finance the Campaigns of cand 
dates whom these same union members, as individuals, wer 
opposing at the polls. 

A recent survey by Chicago University, in association with 
Cornell and Columbia Universities, revealed that 44 percent of 
union workers believe unions should take no part in politics 
A survey conducted by Wayne University among UAW-CIO 
workers revealed that 63 percent of Democrat union member: 
opposed political action by their union 

One hundred percent of Republican UAW -CIO workers op 
pose any political action by their union 

I use these figures to further bring out the point 
minorities are being discriminated against. A basic individua 


freedom is being violated 
; 
I would like to mention at this time that this is not a par 
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ary elections. It does not make any difference which candidat 
union member is supporting in a Democs 


an individual 
whom they are in 


primary; the union leaders will select onc 





476 


favor of and spend the individual member's dues money to get 
that candidate nominated. 

I know of union members who have run for political office 
in the Democrat primaries and their own dues money was 
used by certain union leaders to defeat them at the polls 

About this time someone will undoubtedly start thinking 
of Senator Robert Taft and his reelection in Ohio in 1950. If 
this uncontrolled special interest group is so dangerous and 
insidious, how did Taft win in Ohio? Labor leaders poured 
hundreds of thousands of dollars into his opponent's campaign 
and stil! Taft soundly thumped them. 

Aside from being well liked by the Ohio voters and having a 
Democrat Governor voting for him, Taft benefited from a 
mistake the PAC made, a mistake they do not intend to make 
again. PAC in that campaign identified itself as PAC, a special- 
interest supplement to the Democrat Party. The people of 
Ohio, like most Americans, felt that they did not want a Sena- 
tor who was owned by a special-interest group. This is one of 
the reasons Taft won by such a resounding majority that year. 

In Michigan, the PAC, having learned its lesson in Ohio, 
ceased to operate openly as a separate organization supporting 
one political party. It became an actual functioning part of the 
Democrat machine. In fact, they took control of the Democrat 
Party in Michigan. In a coalition of so-called liberal Democrats 
and PAC workers, who got elected to offices in precincts, 
wards, and districts, the PAC was successful in taking control 
of the Michigan Democrat Party away from the old guard. 

It is reported by Fay Calkins, a former CIO worker and 
author of the book, The CIO and the Democratic Party, that 
when the Wayne County conventions in Michigan were taken 
over, the coalition equipped the districts with bouncers. These 
bouncers were equipped with clubs and pistols. 

George Fitzgerald, at the time Democrat national commit- 
teeman from Michigan and a leader in the AFL, said, “I have 
just watched socialism take over the Democrat Party by the 
communistic processes.” 

Here is this left-wing socialism idea again. Have any of you 
ever heard Walter Reuther refer to our Government as a re- 
public or as a capitalistic form of government? I never have. 
He always refers to it as a free democracy. 

I question this term “free democracy.” We have a republic, 
not a democracy. Not long ago, Adm. Ben Moreell, in a speech, 
put it this way: 

“This seemingly elaborate mechanism was designed primar- 
ily for one purpose, to protect the smallest possible minority, 
one person, against oppression by the largest possible majority, 
all other persons combined. This is the very antithesis of politi- 
cal democracy.” 

I am inclined to believe that Walter Reuther could very 
easily be classified as one of the intellectual radicals Samuel 
Gompers spoke of and it would seem that he has been trying 
to foist a new concept of government on the American people 
since he and his brother returned from their trip to Russia 
some 25 years ago. 

A friend of mine once told me that one may criticize, but 
criticism without a constructive alternative proposal for cor- 
rection is only half the job done. Before I go into the possi- 
bility of a proposal to combat this great injustice to a minority 
in this country, I shall make a few statements in anticipation 
of those labor leaders who are guilty of promoting this great 
wrong 

All labor leaders are not in favor of this compulsory poli- 
tical activity by all union members. It is only those who have 
the desire to promote and foster their absolute control over 
all the citizens of our country and those who wish to promote 
their own socialistic ideals and are using the labor movement 
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as a vehicle to be used toward attaining these ideals. 

Many labor leaders of this day will immediately brand a 
person as antilabor the moment a person disagrees with them 
on any one thing. I was just recently branded as antilabor by a 
high officer of the CIO because I would not criticize Gov. 
George Craig when he sent the National Guard into New 
Castle, Ind. This man has criticized the action of using the 
National Guard; so have some political leaders who would also 
make capital out of the nonsensical identification of the 
Governor with strikebreaking. But these men offer no alterna- 
tive; they are typical negativists; we know what he is against, 
bue he will never tell us what he is for. For my part, a gov- 
ernor who protects the lives of little children and the property 
of American citizens, whether the violence is on the part of 
labor or management, I submit to you, here is a moral 
governor, with the guts to do his duty. 

This labor officer went on to say that the use of the guard to 
prevent violence and bloodshed in this strike was a violation 
of the Golden Rule. I say this kind of thinking is anti-Ameri- 
can and a violation of Christian principles. If this is the way 
his free democracy is supposed to operate, I want no part of it. 

I am positive that I will again be branded as antilabor by 
certain labor leaders as an aftermath of this speech, but these 
labor leaders can rest asured that I shall be very happy to de- 
bate this issue with them at any time. 

It amuses me the way Walter Reuther switches around at 
times when he is branding someone with a smear campaign. 
If someone is opposed to him on a major issue such as this, he 
immediately brands them antilabor, at other times, however, 
he will not. 

When LYNDON JOHNSON and SAM RAYBURN led the fight 
for the passage of the natural gas bill in Congress recently, 
Walter Reuther promoted a campaign in an effort to defeat 
the bill and was emphatically opposed to its passage. Reuther 
did not, however, brand JOHNSON and RAYBURN as anti- 
American when they fought for something he was opposed to. 
He merely said that there were more Republicans for the 
bill than Democrats. 

There is reason for Reuther not attacking JOHNSON and 
RAYBURN. He has to coo and ooze sweetness to these gentle- 
men, or they are apt to take what power he does have in the 
national Democrat Party away from him and Reuther does not 
want to lose that. The man is very ambitious politically. He 
is merely waiting his day and biding his time. This is the rea- 
son he is not consistent with his smear tactics. 

Gentlemen, I have been a member of the UAW-CIO in 
good standing for 15 years and my dues money has been used 
time and time again to help elect political candidates not of my 
choice. This is my alternate proposal in line with my criticism 
of what is being done. 

As an American citizen, as a union member, and as Com- 
missioner of Labor for the State of Indiana, I am of the opinion 
that legislation should be passed on a State level and a national 
level prohibiting this discrimination and violation of political 
freedom. 

I want to make it clear that I am not in favor of any “right- 
to-work” legislation and that I truly believe in the union shop 
because of what I consider to be several good reasons. I do 
say, however, that the right to have a union shop is a privilege 
granted by statute and that the privilege is being abused. 

I would like to make the point at this time that when Sena- 
tor Taft helped write the present Labor-Management Rela- 
tions Act, he left the union shop up to the people, the unions, 
and the employers. I think it should be left as such. 

I also want to make the point that I am not opposed to 
unions participating in politics, as long as they finance their 
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candidates with money which is solicited on a noncompulsory, 
voluntary basis from the membership. I say that in a political 
campaign the individual American citizen should be permitted 
to decide whom he shall labor for and for whom to spend 
money. 

I say the State of Indiana should pass legislation prohibiting 
the use of union dues money by union leaders in political 
campaigns. I say that the penalty for violation of this legisla- 
tion and principle should be the denial of the right of that par- 
ticular union or local union to have a union shop. I say that 
this proposal is not a so-called “right-to-work” proposal and it 
is not an antilabor proposal. It is an antipolitical labor boss 
proposal. 

In closing with this proposal, I ask all Americans to 
consider the proposition that those labor leaders who are 
insistent on continuing this practice are desirous of eliminat- 
ing the American way of government. 

Take heed of the recent happenings in Michigan, where 
over two-thirds of the campaign expenses for the Democrat 
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Party are being paid for by those labor union leaders. 

Scrutinize the recent arbitrary decision of the Governor 
of Pennsylvania to subsidize strikers with taxpayers’ money 
by paying the strikers unemployment compensation while 
out on strike. 

It is time we took cognizance of the fact that our individual 
rights and freedoms are in jeopardy and that our children 
will not enjoy the freedoms we enjoy today if proponents 
of this philosophy are permitted to thrive and grow in power 
and control. 

You and I have to face this thing head on. We can't 
gossip about it over cocktails in the cloistered, smoke-filled 
rooms of French Lick and expect to solve the problem. The 
problem needs to be faced with foresight, courage, and faith 
in the free enterprise system, a system that has worked so 
well that it seems sometimes to be the architecture of God. 
But it's the same today as in the time of Samuel Gompers 
If we want to keep America as the land of the free, we have 
to make sure it is also the home of the brave 
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the Philippines 


LOBBYISTS’ RETALIATION AGAINST PHILIPPINE INTERESTS 
By PEDRO LOPEZ, Independent Congressman of the second district of Cebu 


Delivered in the House of Representatives, Congress of the Philippines, Manila, Philippines, March 12, 1956 


R. SPEAKER, ladies, and gentleman of the house; 
only a year ago, this august hall resounded to 
unanimous professions of Filipino affection and 

support of America, as members of the House of Congress 
vied with one another in voicing with pride their approval 
of the concurrent resolution filed by your humble servant, 
together with the gentleman from Manila, the Honorable 
Joaquin R. Roces and the gentleman from Pamanga, the 
Honorable Diosdad Macapagal, which unequivocally backed 
the announced stand of President Eisenhower to defend by 
force, if necessary, Formosa and the Pescadores from an 
imminent Communist invasion. Dire threats of suicidal in- 
volvement in another struggle between titans, and conjured 
pictures of horrible devastation of our cities and mass 
annihilation of our helpless population in swift raids by fleets 
of Red modern jet bombers, were poised upon us, but all 
these we ignored and cast aside in our fervor to prove once 
again to America that although she was abandoned by her 
western blood brothers, who evinced more concern for the 
preservation of their commercial outposts than for the defense 
of their ideological concepts of living, we, puny in stature 
but indomitable in spirit, were at her side, a true and loyal 
friend in her critical moment of need. 

How we, the members of this house, faithfully and ac- 
curately mirrored the inner thoughts and feelings of our 
20 million people toward our American friends was best 
documented by the sweeping victory scored by Nacionalista 
candidates led by President Magsaysay in the last November 
elections. The President and his party staked their leadership 
and fortune on the main electoral issue of their close col- 
laboration with the United States, a posture which was 
masterfully assailed by its archcritic, Mr. Recto in a province- 
to-province campaign throughout the nation. In this land 
where partisan politics is a major daily preoccupation and 


political partisans cannot bring themselves to agree with 
their adversaries on anything under the sun unless death, 
acting as a magnanimous ink remover of earthly blemishes, 
supervenes, it was quite unique that, after Senator Recto 
failed to garner, specially in the cities, the recognized citadels 
of supranationalists and oppositionists, as many votes as were 
generally expected he would, there was a consensus that the 
Magsaysay-Nacionalista triumph at the polls was a clear-cut 
confirmation by the people of the pro-American policies 
pursued by the present administration. 

Hardly a year passed by since the approval of the Formosa 
resolution and 4 months since the November elections, and 
yet it is almost unbelieveable that we, who have kept our 
ears close to the pulse-beat of this house, should have noticed 
a sudden changing of heart, a quick transformation of this 
attitude toward America. The transformation, as from 
an intimate distance with eyes that reflect objectively the 
unembellished and undisguised truth, consisted in a swing from 
the former extreme of admiration, hero worship, and idolatry 
to the new extreme of disenchantment, disillusionment, and 
even hostility. In the beginning there were only guarded 
whispers and discreet remarks in off-the-record conversations, 
later the grumblings became louder and bolder, and finally 
they erupted on this floor in torrents of violent and sarcastic 
statements hurled, in the course of interpellations, upon the 
gentleman from Zambales, the Honorable Enrique Corpus, 
who despite his own modest protestations, is regarded as 
the eye, ear, nose, and throat of President Magsaysay in this 
chamber. It was bad enough that the gentleman from Zam 
bales, who was defending high American officials from what 
he termed as unwarranted and inordinate attacks, was himself 
grilled and roasted in scorching interpellations for four 
solid hours; but what made it worse was that there was 
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general approbation of the anti-American trend of the ques- 
tioning from many of the seated members of this house, 
who were goading the interpellators to belabor further the 
gentleman from Zambales. As early as 3 weeks ago I had 
ion, in a press interview in Cebu, to express alarm at 
the rising tide of anti-Americanism in this house, and I 
suggested then that the President do something immediately 
to nip it in bud by having the iniquitous sources of discontent 
re moved 
Who would ever dream and expect that the very able, 
patriotic gentleman from Manila, the Honorable Joaquin 
R. Roces, who was precisely my coauthor in the Formosa 
resolution, would file, all of a sudden, a proposal now pending 
consideration before us, which would reexamine our present 
foreign policy, and adopt a new one which would veer us 
iway from America and closer to Asia, which certainly does 
not exclude Red China? In his interpellation of the gentleman 
from Zambales the other day, Congressman Roces, who is 
one of the most widely read and respected newspaper 
columnists of the country, heatedly contended that expediency, 
rather than friendship, guides American policy, as shown, 
wccording to him, by the fact that America’s enormous aid 
to Japan, a former enemy though expected to be a highly 
useful ally in a war against Soviet Russia, has totaled $9 
billion, beside which the one given to us appears miserably 
insignificant in comparison. In this connection, I should 
like to bring out an instance which depicts a head-on col- 
lision between the mobile and adjustable American concept 
of expediency and the immovable and rigid oriental concept 
of principle. When South Korea was bleeding to near death 
under the heels of the Communist invaders, the Americans 
offered to President Rhee the use of Japanese troops to 
assist repel the Red enemy. At that dark hour when the 
salvation of his country depended so much upon more troop 
reinforcements, President Rhee declined to have Japanese 
soldiers set foot on Korean soil, unforgetful of the unfor- 
tunate experience they had had with the Japanese in the past. 
To the grand old man of Korea, it was a question of moral 
principle, and he stood by his guns regardless of the con- 
sequence to the Americans, who must have smiled the 
knowing smile of practical men, it was a simple matter of 
realism and, of course, expediency. In P. T. Barnum’s book, 
President Rhee would be one of those suckers born every 
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We have with us in this house two war heroes, the 
gentlemen from Bohol, the Honorable Bartolome Cabangbang 
and Esteban Bernido, both of whom demonstrated their love 
ind loyalty to America not by lip-service but by helping lead 
the resistance movement in the last war; Congressman 
Cabangbang had a valiant record with the Allied Intelligence 
Bureau, while Congressman Bernido was our chief of staff 
in the MacArthur-recognized Bohol area command. Should 
you hear them talk of America now, you can sense a feeling 
of some creeping disappointment over what they consider 
the shabby treatment our country has received. We also 
have with us our well-known Foreign Affairs Committee 
chairman, the Honorable Miguel Cuenco, who went through 
long privations in the hills rather than cooperate with and 
serve under the Japanese conquerors; of all people, he is now 
urging a reexamination of the bases agreement with America 
and, notwithstanding that he is a devout Catholic, he has 
formally advocated for a coexistence with the Reds. We can 
also cite the case of the distinguished gentleman from Iloilo, 
the Honorable Jose Aldeguer, and the brilliant gentleman 
from Oriental Negros, the Honorable Lamberto Macias, both 
of whom were tutored and brought up under the wings of 


VITAL SPEECHES OF THE DAY 


American educators, the latter having become the judge 
advocate of the Negros Oriental guerrilla; and of many others 
just as distinguished but too numerous to mention within 
the brief space of time allotted to me—of real, honest-to- 
goodness pro-Americans who have suffered varying degrees 
of disappointment with Uncle Sam. 

Among our people who are anxious to see the continuance 
of the present close amity and ties between the Philippines 
and America, not because they love any other country but 
their own, but because they see in that relationship the only 
sure protection to our free and democratic institutions, and 
the only foolproof guarantee against being gobbled up by 
an aggressive totalitarian neighbor, there is serious concern 
as to what could have been the cause why this wave of 
anti-Americanism is sweeping across our House. As best I 
could gather, it all started when American vested interests 
launched an all-out campaign to dump and ram their huge 
excess Virginia leaf tobacco worth millions into Filipino 
throats, irrespective of whether we need it or not, or whether 
we can afford it or not. 

With a powerhouse lobby in Washington, these interests 
convinced an influential group of legislators in the United 
States Congress that the tobacco industry -was the victim 
of a doublecross from Philippine Government representatives 
who had welshed on a gentleman's agreement which would 
allow the entry, without need of license, of vast quantities of 
Virginia leaf tobacco valued at millions of pesos into our 
ports before the effectivity of the tariff under the Laurel- 
Langley trade agreement and the 17-percent import cax. It 
seems that American tobacco interests have been utterly 
dissatisfied that during the last few months they were only 
able to get into our country 6 million pounds of Virginia 
leaf tobacco, without payment of tariff, and an additional 
3 million pounds, with tariff. They have been moving heaven 
and earth to have us absorb 7 million pounds more. Wha 
makes it very difficult for us to accommodate the tobacco 
interests is the fact that the Philippines is expected to 
produce this year about 32 million pounds of Virginia leaf, 
which is 2 million in excess of our yearly norma! needs. 

Evidently, the tobacco lobby did not acquaint the United 
States Congress with certain unpalatable facts in Philippine 
economic life which would have relieved the Philippines from 
fulfilling its commitment in the event it had made any. The 
dollar reserves of the Philippines has tobogganed down from 
a high of $400 million to a record dangerous low of $209 
million; that in this sad state of our financial affairs, the 
dollar allocations of long established importers had to be 
drastically cut; that the raw material requirements of new 
and necessary industries, for which, before their operations, 
the Central Bank had made definite assurances to provide, had 
to be substantially reduced just the same; that unnecessary 
travels and studies abroad had to be banned; that serious 
consideration is being given to rationing gasoline con- 
sumption, all in a desperate effort to prevent the further 
dwindling of our dollar reserves; that finally, Governor 
Cuaderno, of the Central Bank, had to be sent posthaste 
by the President to Washington to negotiate for more loans 
with which to stabilize our precarious dollar reserve position. 
In other words, this vaunted American show-window of 
democracy in the Orient is going broke, with not enough 
funds to finance its import needs. 

Instead of understanding and sympathizing with our 
predicament, the tobacco lobbyists accelerated their campaign 
of retaliation against all Philippine interests before the 
United States Congress. The first target of their attack was 
Philippine sugar. In the pending biil which would provide 
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for the allocation, out of the yearly increase in sugar con- 
sumption in America, the Philippines was singled out as 
one of the countries not given any increased quota at all 
During the hearing on the sugar bill, attempts were made 
to graft into the measure some penalty clauses detrimental 
to the Philippine sugar quota as fixed in the Laurel-Langley 
Trade Agreement. The next target of discrimination is 
Philippine labor. There is now a bill which would exclude 
thousands of Filipino workers in air, naval and military 
installations in Guam from enjoying the benefits of the 
minimum wage law of the United States Federal Government. 
The other day a radiograph report was received from reliable 
sources in Washington that it is idle to expect any legislation 
out of the United States Congress favorable to the Philippines, 
unless we relent in our stand not to import more Virginia 
tobacco. One thing led to another, and, before we knew it, 
we began acting like a hurt lover, magnifying Uncle Sam's 
faults but minimizing his virtues, recalling real or fancied 
grievances, such as the deficient war damage payments which 
were conditioned upon our granting them a one-sided parity 
We have now gone as far as flirting with his rivals, and 
wrestling with the idea of a parting of ways. 

Evaluated from the viewpoint of public relations accom- 
plishments in the East-West cold war, we can positively state 
that the United States tobacco clique, by undermining the 
faith of Filipinos and other Asiatics in the loftiness of Ameri- 
can motivations, has done more to advance in so short a 
time the aggressive program of subversion and conversion 
undertaken by the Communist Internationale the world over, 
than all the combined Communist propaganda tactics resorted 
to by Moscow, like charging the Americans with engaging 
in germ warfare in China and Korea, and with discriminating 
racially against the Negroes and lynching them; of brandishing 
around in state visits the captivating smiles of that peripatetic, 
back-slapping, hard-drinking, vaudeville-like team of Khrush- 
chev and Bulganin; and of showering some trade concessions 
and aids in few underdeveloped countries. Where Com- 
munist and Hukbalahap propaganda have thoroughly failed 
through these years to dent the armor of Filipino conviction in 
the sincerity of the Americans, the tobacco clique has suc- 
ceeded overnight in engendering mistrust in the minds of 
our leaders that after all at the end of the rope of an American 
assistance there is always tied a business booby trap. Un- 
questionably, Moscow and Peking owe the tobacco boys a 
medal for invaluable services rendered to the Communist 
cause. 

If the United States Government and people permit vested 
interests, like the tobacco coterie, to carry the ball, so to 
speak, and daub a paint of crude mercenariness on the 
American mission of humanity and security in this part of 
the world, then they might just as well forget about their 
darling favorite, President Magsaysay, for under such adverse 
climate he will have become completely impotent to render 
effective help in protecting, much less advancing, American- 
Filipino security interests; they might just as well have the 
Voice of America and the USiS pack lock, stock, barrel, radio 
towers and printing presses, and order them home, and have 
the carrier U. S. S. Shangri-la and all other units of the 
Seventh Fleet sent back to Pearl Harbor, for what need d 
we have of the thundering jet planes, the smooth, silky 
radio voice of persuasion and the beautiful brochures of 
self-praises, if Filipino hearts no longer belong to Daddy? 
During the Japanese occupation we learned the lesson that 
what matters most is the conquest of the mind and heart, 
and these simply could not and never will be won by bayonets, 
but only by good deeds that shine without need of ballyhoo. 
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With tempers rising to what might yet become hysteria, 
I wonder if at this moment it is treasonable for me to point 
out a fundamental fact: that there is a world of difference 
that distinguishes the mass of the American people from a 
mere group of predatory interests. With all their share of 
human shortcomings and imperfections, the Americans have 
proved themselves the most generous on earth throughout 
the history of mankind. They have proved themselves in 
more ways than one the best friends that we ever have had. 
Mostly because of the loyalty demonstrated and the sacrifices 
made by our people in the last war, more particularly the 
gallantry and bravery of our heroes at Bataan, Corregidor, 
and during the resistance movement, the Americans have by 
actual deeds shown they have a special soft spot for us 
in their hearts. Those of us who have had the occasion to 
travel around the United States and visit the Americans at 
their homes can personally testify as to the warmth and 
sincerity of their affection and regard for us. You see showered 
all over their country the fabulously rich bounties of nature, 
the vast fertile fields, the endless mountains laden with 
minerals, the forests of factories, their tremendous wealth 
and their almost incredible self-sufficiency. We can very 
well understand that they cannot be the kind who go out 
into foreign lands to exploit other people; they have more 
than enough at home. But as in other countries, the Americans 
have their small quota of frustrated imperialists and carpet- 
baggers. As in our country, American official representatives 
can also be duped by shrewd and sleek lobbyists of special 
interests, but reflective of the instinctive ability of the 
Americans to dig into the truth and thereafter separate 
the genuine from the fake, we have Lincoln's saying that 
some can fool some of the people some of the time but never 
all the people all the time. I feel certain that given the 
facts and the justification of our stand, the Government of the 
United States will immediately right any wrong and correct 
any injustice. 

Mr. Speaker, before this thing goes out of hand, before 
the beautiful friendship that has long existed between our 
country and the United States breaks to pieces beyond repair, 
I should like to see the highest representatives of the two 
nations sit down at a conference table, and in a heart-to-heart 
talk, explain misunderstandings, iron out differences, and 
remove irritants that have caused suspicion and frictions in 
our relationships. About the most opportune time, it looks 
to me, for taking this matter up on highest level would be 
the long awaited and overdue visit of President Magsaysay 
with President Eisenhower in Washington. We understand 
that for some time now an official invitation has been extended 
by President Eisenhower to President Magsaysay to visit with 
him at the Capitol of the American Nation, and that the 
American people themselves are eagerly awaiting word that 
our President, whom they greatly admire, can make it. I 
believe that the time has come that President Magsaysay ought 
to leave behind for a moment his homework, and fly to 
Washington at the earliest opportunity to take up at the 
summit the more pressing and critical problem of saving 
Philippine-American amity from disintegrating. 

With the background of a half century of friendship, fully 
forged and tested in the crucible of the last war, and nurtured 
by the blood of their heroes shed in common sacrifice on 
the altar of freedom, there is no reason on earth why two 
old friends who speak the same language and share the same 
common way of life, which alone can give meaning and 
fulfillment to the aspirations of all freemen, cannot continue 
to get along splendidly together, and settle amicably whatever 
differences they may have to their mutual satisfaction. 





